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Rules and Regulations

Federal Register

Vol. 63, No. 199
Thursday, October 15, 1998

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains regulatory documents having general
applicability and legal effect, most of which
are keyed to and codified in the Code of
Federal Regulations, which is published under
50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by
the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of
new books are listed in the first FEDERAL
REGISTER issue of each week.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Grain Inspection, Packers and
Stockyard Administration

7 CFR Part 800

General Regulations

CFR Correction

In Title 7 of the Code of Federal
Regulations, parts 700 to 899, revised as
of Jan. 1, 1998, page 456, § 800.0
paragraph (b)(59) is corrected to read as
follows:

§800.0 Meaning of terms.

* * * * *

(b) * *

(59) Official agency. Any State or
local government agency, or any person,
designated by the Administrator
pursuant to subsection (f) of section 7 of
the Act for the conduct of official
inspection (other than appeal
inspection), or subsection (c) of section
7A of the Act for the conduct of Class
X or Class Y weighing (other than

review of weighing).

BILLING CODE 1505-01-D

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration
14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 98—CE-88-AD; Amendment 39—
10844; AD 98-21-21]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Bob Fields
Aerocessories Inflatable Door Seals

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: This document publishes in
the Federal Register an amendment
adopting Airworthiness Directive (AD)
98-21-21, which was sent previously to
all known U.S. owners and operators of
aircraft equipped with Bob Fields
Aerocessories inflatable door seals
installed in accordance with the
applicable supplemental type certificate
(STC). These inflatable door seals could
also be installed on aircraft through
field approval. This AD requires either
de-activating the electric door seal
inflation system; fabricating and
installing a placard specifying that the
system is inoperative; and inserting a
copy of the AD into the Limitations
Section of the airplane flight manual
(AFM); or removing all provisions of the
Bob Fields Aerocessories inflatable door
seals installation, and installing original
equipment manufacturer door seals or
an FAA-approved equivalent that is of
different design than the referenced Bob
Fields Aerocessories inflatable door
seals. The AD resulted from occurrences
of overheated components associated
with the electric door seal inflation
system on aircraft equipped with the
affected inflatable door seals. The
actions specified by this AD are
intended to prevent smoke and a
possible fire in the cockpit caused by
overheating of the electric door seal
inflation systems, which could result in
passenger injury.

DATES: Effective October 30, 1998, to all
persons except those to whom it was
made immediately effective by priority
letter AD 98-21-21, issued October 2,
1998, which contained the requirements
of this amendment.

Comments for inclusion in the Rules
Docket must be received on or before
December 13, 1998.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Central Region,
Office of the Regional Counsel,
Attention: Rules Docket 98—CE—88-AD,
Room 1558, 601 E. 12th Street, Kansas
City, Missouri 64106.

Information related to this AD may be
examined at the FAA at the address
referenced above.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Paul S. Wells, Jr., Aerospace Engineer,
FAA, Los Angeles Aircraft Certification
Office, 3960 Paramount Boulevard,
Lakewood, California 90712; telephone:
(562) 627-5354; facsimile: (562) 627—
5210.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Discussion

On October 2, 1998, the FAA issued
priority letter AD 98-21-21, which
applies to aircraft equipped with Bob
Fields Aerocessories inflatable door
seals installed in accordance with either
the applicable supplemental type
certificate (STC) or through field
approval. This AD requires either:
—de-activating the electric door seal

inflation system; fabricating and

installing a placard specifying that the

system is inoperative; and inserting a

copy of the AD into the Limitations

Section of the airplane flight manual

(AFM); or
—removing all provisions of the Bob

Fields Aerocessories inflatable door

seals installation, and installing

original equipment manufacturer door
seals or an FAA-approved equivalent
that is of different design than the
referenced Bob Fields Aerocessories
inflatable door seals.

That AD resulted from numerous
reported occurrences of overheated
components associated with the electric
door seal inflation system on aircraft
equipped with Bob Fields Aerocessories
inflatable door seals installed in
accordance with the applicable
supplemental type certificate (STC).

One of the above-referenced
occurrences resulted in a safety
recommendation from the National
Transportation Safety Board (NTSB). In
this incident, an in-flight electrical fire
caused the pilot of a Cessna Model
P210N to initiate an emergency descent
with a successful landing and only
minor airplane damage. NTSB
investigation revealed that the fire
originated on the cabin sidewall, under
the left side of the instrument panel and
resulted in burned vinyl, plastic, and
insulation material. An overheated
resistor used in an electric door seal
inflation system caused the fire. The
resistor was used to reduce the 28-volt
aircraft electrical system’s voltage to
meet the power requirements of the
door seal system’s 14-volt air pump
motor.

The inflatable door seals on this
airplane were installed in accordance
with STC SA4212WE, which the FAA
issued to Bob Fields Aerocessories. The
purpose of the seals is to decrease in-
flight cabin noise caused by ill-fitting
cabin doors. The FAA has issued
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numerous other STC’s that allow this

installation on other make and model

airplanes. In addition, these Bob Fields

Aerocessories inflatable door seals

could be installed on aircraft through

field approvals.

All of the aircraft involved in the
occurrences incorporate Bob Fields
Aerocessories inflatable door seals.
Investigation results of three other
occurrences reveal the following:

—An electric door seal inflation pump
that was mounted on the forward side
of the nose bulkhead was found
heavily charred,;

—The pump assembly and resistors of
the electric door seal inflation system
were partially melted; and

—Vinyl, plastic, and insulation material
in the proximity of the electric door
seal inflation system were found
burned.

Further analysis of all of these
occurrences revealed leaks in the Bob
Fields Aerocessories inflatable door
seals. Each electric door seal inflation
system consists of an electric motor, an
air pump, inflatable silicon door seals,
a pressure sensing switch, an air supply
control valve, a resistor assembly, a 7.5-
amp in-line fuse, a caution light, and
electrical wiring. The motor draws
power directly from the airplane’s
battery bus and is used to inflate the
door seals to a pressure of about 10
pounds per square inch (psi). A sensor
in the air pump determines when the
pressure drops below 10 psi, at which
time the air pump motor starts back up
again until obtaining proper pressure.
The standard time period for the air
pump to inflate the door seal is about 4
to 12 seconds. During this time, the
caution light remains illuminated.

If the door seal has a small leak, the
pump turns on and off to maintain the
desired inflation pressure. When this
small leak develops to a larger leak, the
air pump may run continuously to keep
the door seal inflated. This could cause
the resistors or the air pump motor to
overheat. This would cause smoke and
a possible fire in the cockpit.

The FAA'’s Determination and
Explanation of the AD

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop in other aircraft equipped with
Bob Fields Aerocessories inflatable door
seals installed in accordance with either
the applicable supplemental type
certificate (STC) or through field
approval, the FAA issued priority letter
AD 98-21-21 to prevent smoke and a
possible fire in the cockpit caused by
overheating of the electric door seal
inflation systems, which could result in
passenger injury.

Determination of the Effective Date of
the AD

Since it was found that immediate
corrective action was required, notice
and opportunity for prior public
comment thereon were impracticable
and contrary to the public interest, and
good cause existed to make the AD
effective immediately by individual
letters issued on October 2, 1998, to all
known U.S. operators of aircraft
equipped with the affected inflatable
door seals that were installed in
accordance with the applicable STC.
These conditions still exist, and the AD
is hereby published in the Federal
Register as an amendment to section
39.13 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 39.13) to make it
effective as to all persons.

Comments Invited

Although this action is in the form of
a final rule that involves requirements
affecting immediate flight safety and,
thus, was not preceded by notice and
opportunity to comment, comments are
invited on this rule. Interested persons
are invited to comment on this rule by
submitting such written data, views, or
arguments as they may desire.
Communications should identify the
Rules Docket number and be submitted
in triplicate to the address specified
above. All communications received on
or before the closing date for comments
will be considered, and this rule may be
amended in light of the comments
received. Factual information that
supports the commenter’s ideas and
suggestions is extremely helpful in
evaluating the effectiveness of the AD
action and determining whether
additional rulemaking action would be
needed.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the rule that might suggest a need to
modify the rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report that
summarizes each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this AD
will be filed in the Rules Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this rule must
submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: “Comments to
Docket No. 98—-CE-88-AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations adopted herein will
not have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with Executive Order 12612,
it is determined that this final rule does
not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a Federalism Assessment.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation is an emergency regulation
that must be issued immediately to
correct an unsafe condition in aircraft,
and is not a “significant regulatory
action” under Executive Order 12866. It
has been determined further that this
action involves an emergency regulation
under DOT Regulatory Policies and
Procedures (44 FR 11034, February 26,
1979). If it is determined that this
emergency regulation otherwise would
be significant under DOT Regulatory
Policies and Procedures, a final
regulatory evaluation will be prepared
and placed in the Rules Docket. A copy
of it, if filed, may be obtained from the
Rules Docket at the location provided
under the caption ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 USC 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding a new airworthiness directive
(AD) to read as follows:

98-21-21 Bob Fields Aerocessories:
Amendment 39-10844; Docket No. 98—
CE-88-AD.

Applicability: Inflatable door seals,
installed either in accordance with the
applicable supplemental type certificate
(STC) or through field approval, that are
installed on, but not limited to, the following
aircraft:
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Affected STC

Make and model aircraft affected

SA3735NM
SA4136WE

SA2226NM
SA3736NM
SA4177TWE
SA4212WE

SA4213WE

SA4283WE

SA4284WE
SA4285WE

SA4286WE

SA4287WE
SA4180WE

SA4184WE

SA4239WE
SA4240WE

SA4282WE
SA4178WE
SA4472NM
SA4234WE
SA4179WE
SA4235WE
SA4236WE

SA4237WE
SA4238WE
SA4385WP
SA4288WE

Cessna Models 170, 170A, and 170B Airplanes.

Cessna Models 310, 310A, 310B, 310C, 310D, 310E, 310F, 310G, 310H, 310l, 310J, 310K, 310L, 310N, 310P,
310Q, 310R, T310P, T310Q, and T310R Airplanes.

Cessna Models P210N and P210R Airplanes.

Cessna Models 185, 185A, 185B, 185C, 185D, A185E, and A185F Airplanes.

Cessna Models 175, 175A, 175B, and 175C Airplanes.

Cessna Models 210, 210A, 210B, 210C, 210D, 210E, 210F, 210G, 210H, 210J, 210K, 210L, 210M, 210N,
T210F, T210G, T210H, T210J, T210K, T210L, T210M, T210N, 210-5 (205), and 210-5A (205A) Airplanes.

Cessna Models 310, 310A, 310B, 310C, 310D, 310F, 310G, 310H, 310l, 310J, 310K, 310L, 310N, 310P, 310Q,
310R, T310P, T310Q, and T310R Airplanes.

Cessna Models 172, 172A, 172B, 172C, 172D, 172E, 172F, 172G, 172H, 172I, 172K, 172L, 172M, and 172N
Airplanes.

Cessna Models 180, 180A, 180B, 180C, 180D, 180E, 180F, 180G, 180H, 180J, and 180K Airplanes.

Cessna Models 182, 182A, 182B, 182C, 182D, 182E, 182F, 182G, 182H, 182J, 182K, 182L, 182M, 182N, 182P,
182Q, R182, and TR182 Airplanes.

Cessna Models 206, P206, P206A, P206B, P206C, P206D, P206E, TP206A, TP206B, TP206C, TP206D,
TP206E, U206, U206A, U206B, U206C, U206D, U206E, U206F, U206G, TU206A, TU206B, TU206C, TU206D,
TU206E, TU206F, and TU206G Airplanes.

Cessna Models 320, 320A, 320B, 320C, 320D, 320E, 320F, and 320-1 Airplanes.

Raytheon (Beech) Models H35, J35, K35, M35, N35, P35, S35, V35, V35A, V35B, 35-33, 35-A33, 35-B33, 35—
C33, 35—-C33A, E33, E33A, E33C, F33, F33A, F33C, G33, 36, A36, A36TC, and B36TC Airplanes.

Raytheon (Beech) Models 95, B95, B95A, E95, 95-55, 95-A55, 95-B55, 95-B5A, 95-B55B, 95—-C55, D55, E55,
56TC, 58, and 58A Airplanes.

Raytheon (Beech) Models 58P, 58PA, 58TC, and 58TCA Airplanes.

Raytheon (Beech) Models 50, B50, C50, D50, D50A, D50B, D50C, D50E, D50E-5990, E50, F50, G50, H50, and
J50 Airplanes.

Raytheon (Beech) Models 35, A35, B35, C35, D35, E35, F35, G35, and 35R Airplanes.

Mooney Models M20, M20A, M20C, M20D, M20E, M20F, M20G, M20J, and M20K Airplanes.

Aerostar Models PA-60-601P, PA-60-602P, and PA-60—700P Airplanes.

The New Piper Aircraft, Inc. (Piper) Models PA-34-200, PA-34—-200T, and PA-34-220T Airplanes.

Piper Models PA-24, PA-24-250, PA-24-260, and PA—24-400 Airplanes.

Piper Models PA-44-180 and PA-44-180T Airplanes.

Piper Models PA-28-140, PA-28-150, PA-28-160, PA-28-180, PA-28-235, PA-28-151, PA-28-181, PA-28—
161, PA-28-236, PA-28-201T, PA-285-160, PA-285-160, PA-285-180, PA-28R-180, PA-28R-200, PA-
28R-201, PA-28R-201T, PA-28RT-201, and PA-28RT-201T Airplanes.

Piper Models PA-23, PA-23-160, PA-23-235, PA-23-250, and PA-E23-250 Airplanes.

Piper Models PA-30, PA-39, and PA-40 Airplanes.

Piper Models PA-31, PA-31-300, PA-31-325, and PA-31-350 Airplanes.

Piper Models PA-32-260, PA-32-300, PA-32S-300, PA-32-301, PA-32-301T, PA-32R-300, PA-32R-301,
PA-32R-301T, PA-32RT-300, and PA-32RT-300T Airplanes.

SA2511NM
SA2510NM
SA4316WE

Bellanca Models 17-30, 17-31, and 17-31TC Airplanes.
Bellanca Models 17-30A, 17-31A, and 17-31ATC Airplanes.
Wing Aircraft Company Model D-1 Airplanes.

Note 1: This AD applies to each aircraft
identified in the preceding applicability
provision that has the affected inflatable door
seals installed, regardless of whether it has
been modified, altered, or repaired in the
area subject to the requirements of this AD.
For aircraft that have been modified, altered,
or repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (f) of this AD. The
request should include an assessment of the
effect of the modification, alteration, or repair
on the unsafe condition addressed by this
AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not been
eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required prior to further
flight after the effective date of this AD,
unless already accomplished.

To prevent smoke and a possible fire in the
cockpit caused by overheating of the electric
door seal inflation systems, which could
result in passenger injury, accomplish the
following:

(a) Deactivate the electric door seal
inflation system by accomplishing the
following:

(1) Disconnect the battery.

(2) Locate the air pump and identify the
power wire to the air pump.

(3) Trace the power wire to its connection
to the airplane’s original electrical power
system. Disconnect the power wire at its
attachment to the airplane’s electrical power
system and stow the wire end.

(4) For non-pressurized airplanes or for
airplanes that have an operating manual door
seal inflation system, fabricate a placard that
incorporates the following words utilizing
letters that are at least 0.10-inch in height,
and install this placard on the instrument
panel within the pilot’s clear view:

“ELECTRIC DOOR SEAL INFLATION
SYSTEM INOPERATIVE”

(5) For pressurized airplanes or for
airplanes that do not have an operating
manual door seal inflation system, fabricate
a placard that incorporates the following
words utilizing letters that are at least 0.10-
inch in height, and install this placard on the

instrument panel within the pilot’s clear
view:

“ELECTRIC DOOR SEAL INFLATION
SYSTEM INOPERATIVE. THIS AIRPLANE
CAN ONLY BE OPERATED IN
UNPRESSURIZED FLIGHT”

(6) Reconnect the battery before returning
to service.

(b) Insert a copy of this AD into the
Limitations Section of the airplane flight
manual (AFM).

(c) As an alternative method of compliance
to the actions of paragraph (a), including all
subparagraphs, and paragraph (b) of this AD,
remove all provisions of the Bob Fields
Aerocessories inflatable door seals, and
install original equipment manufacturer door
seals or an FAA-approved equivalent that is
of different design than the referenced Bob
Fields Aerocessories inflatable door seals.

(d) As of the effective date of this AD, no
person may install on any aircraft, Bob Fields
Aerocessories inflatable door seals either in
accordance with the applicable STC or
through field approval.

(e) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with §§21.197 and 21.199 of the



55324

Federal Register/Vol. 63, No. 199/ Thursday, October 15, 1998/Rules and Regulations

Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the airplane to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished provided the following
are adhered to, as applicable:

(1) Locate and remove the in-line fuse for
the electric door seal inflation system; or

(2) Pull the system circuit breaker for the
electric door seal inflation system; and

(3) For pressurized airplanes or for
airplanes that do not have an operating
manual door seal inflation system, operate
the airplane in unpressurized flight only.

(f) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an equivalent level of safety may be
approved by the Manager, FAA, Los Angeles
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), 3960
Paramount Blvd., Lakewood, California
90712. The request shall be forwarded
through an appropriate FAA Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, Los Angeles ACO.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Los Angeles ACO.

(9) Information related to this AD may be
examined at the FAA, Central Region, Office
of the Regional Counsel, Room 1558, 601 E.
12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri 64106.

(h) This amendment becomes effective on
October 30, 1998, to all persons except those
persons to whom it was made immediately
effective by priority letter AD 98-21-21,
issued October 2, 1998, which contained the
requirements of this amendment.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
October 7, 1998.

Marvin R. Nuss,

Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27605 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 98—CE-47—-AD; Amendment 39—
10834; AD 98-21-26]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Mooney
Aircraft Corporation Models M20J,
M20K, M20M, and M20R Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) that
applies to certain Mooney Aircraft
Corporation (Mooney) Models M20J,
M20K, M20M, and M20R airplanes.
This AD requires grinding the surface of
the main landing gear (MLG) leg
bracket, inspecting this area for cracks,
and replacing any cracked MLG leg

bracket. This AD is the result of the
manufacturing of several of the MLG leg
brackets using laser pattern cutting. The
brackets, when manufactured using this
process, develop minor cracks at the
bends, which could propagate over
time. The actions specified by this AD
are intended to prevent failure of the
MLG side brace bolt caused by cracking
of the MLG leg bracket, which could
result in MLG collapse with consequent
loss of control of the airplane during
taxi, takeoff, or landing operations.
DATES: Effective November 26, 1998.
The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of November
26, 1998.
ADDRESSES: Service information that
applies to this AD may be obtained from
Mooney Aircraft Corporation, Louis
Schreiner Field, Kerrville, Texas 78028.
This information may also be examined
at the Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA), Central Region, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 98—CE-47-AD, Room 1558,
601 E. 12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri
64106; or at the Office of the Federal
Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW,
suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Bob D. May, Aerospace Engineer, FAA,
Airplane Certification Office, 2601
Meacham Boulevard, Fort Worth, Texas
76193-0150; telephone: (817) 222-5156;
facsimile: (817) 222-5960.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Events Leading to the Issuance of This
AD

A proposal to amend part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) to include an AD that would
apply to certain Mooney Models M20J,
M20K, M20M, and M20R airplanes was
published in the Federal Register as a
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
onJune 17, 1998 (63 FR 33016). The
NPRM proposed to require grinding the
surface of the MLG leg bracket, part
number (P/N) 510010; inspecting this
area for cracks; and replacing any
cracked MLG leg bracket.
Accomplishment of the proposed
surface grinding and inspection action
as specified in the NPRM would be in
accordance with Mooney Service
Bulletin M20-265, dated April 13, 1998.

Replacement of any cracked MLG leg
bracket, if required, would be
accomplished in accordance with the
applicable maintenance manual.

The NPRM was the result of the
manufacturing of several of the MLG leg
brackets using laser pattern cutting. The
brackets, when manufactured using this

process, develop minor cracks at the
bends, which could propagate over
time.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of this amendment. No
comments were received on the
proposed rule or the FAA’s
determination of the cost to the public.

The FAA'’s Determination

After careful review of all available
information related to the subject
presented above, the FAA has
determined that air safety and the
public interest require the adoption of
the rule as proposed except for minor
editorial corrections. The FAA has
determined that these minor corrections
will not change the meaning of the AD
and will not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed.

Cost Impact

The FAA estimates that 11 airplanes
in the U.S. registry will be affected by
this AD, that it will take approximately
8 workhours per airplane to accomplish
these actions, and that the average labor
rate is approximately $60 an hour.
Based on these figures, the total cost
impact of this AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $5,280, or $480 per
airplane. These figures are based on the
presumption that no affected airplane
owner/operator has accomplished these
actions. These figures do not account for
the cost of any necessary replacement if
any MLG leg bracket is found cracked.
The FAA has no way of determining
how many MLG leg brackets may be
found cracked during this inspection.

Mooney will provide warranty credit
for up to 8 workhours that are necessary
to comply with the requirements of this
AD. Details are provided in Mooney
Service Bulletin M20-265, dated April
13, 1998.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations adopted herein will
not have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with Executive Order 12612,
it is determined that this final rule does
not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, |
certify that this action (1) is not a
“significant regulatory action’ under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule’” under DOT
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Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3)
will not have a significant economic
impact, positive or negative, on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the final
evaluation prepared for this action is
contained in the Rules Docket. A copy
of it may be obtained by contacting the
Rules Docket at the location provided
under the caption ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding a new airworthiness directive
(AD) to read as follows:

98-21-26 Mooney Aircraft Corporation:
Amendment 39-10834; Docket No. 98—
CE-47-AD.

Applicability: The following airplane
models and serial numbers, certificated in
any category:

Models Serial Nos.
M20J ....... 24-3415 and 24-3416.
M20K ....... 25-2018 through 25—-2021.
M20M ...... 27-0241.

M20R ...... 29-0135 through 29-0138.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (d) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated in the
body of this AD, unless already
accomplished.

To prevent failure of the main landing gear
(MLG) side brace bolt caused by cracking of
the MLG leg bracket, which could result in
MLG collapse with consequent loss of control
of the airplane during taxi, takeoff, or landing
operations, accomplish the following:

(a) Within the next 100 hours time-in-
service (TIS) after the effective date of this
AD, accomplish the following in accordance
with the INSTRUCTIONS section of Mooney
Service Bulletin M20-265, dated April 13,
1998:

(1) Grind the surface of the MLG leg
bracket, part number (P/N) 510010.

(2) Inspect the area of the P/N 510010 MLG
leg bracket for cracks.

(b) Prior to further flight after the
inspection required by paragraph (a)(2) of
this AD, replace any cracked P/N 510010
MLG leg bracket with a new P/N 510010
MLG leg bracket. Accomplish this
replacement in accordance with the
applicable maintenance manual.

(c) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with 8821.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the airplane to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

(d) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance times that
provides an equivalent level of safety may be
approved by the Manager, Fort Worth
Airplane Certification Office (ACO), 2601
Meacham Boulevard, Fort Worth, Texas
76193-0150. The request shall be forwarded
through an appropriate FAA Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, Forth Worth ACO.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Fort Worth ACO.

(e) The modification and inspection
required by this AD shall be done in
accordance with Mooney Service Bulletin
M20-265, dated April 13, 1998. This
incorporation by reference was approved by
the Director of the Federal Register in
accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a) and 1 CFR
part 51. Copies may be obtained from
Mooney Aircraft Corporation, Louis
Schreiner Field, Kerrville, Texas 78028.
Copies may be inspected at the FAA, Central
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel, Room
1558, 601 E. 12th Street, Kansas City,
Missouri, or at the Office of the Federal
Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW, suite
700, Washington, DC.

(f) This amendment becomes effective on
November 26, 1998.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
October 5, 1998.

James E. Jackson,

Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 98-27330 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 98—CE-28-AD; Amendment 39—
10833; AD 98-21-25]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; British
Aerospace Jetstream Models 3101 and
3201 Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment adopts a
new airworthiness directive (AD) that
applies to certain British Aerospace
Jetstream Models 3101 and 3201
airplanes that are equipped with the
ground inhibit function (Modification
JM7813A (SB 27-IM7813A) or
JM7813B). This AD requires removing
the ground inhibit time delay and the
ground test relay from the stall warning
and protection system and rewiring part
of the stall warning and protection
system to assure that system reliance is
maintained after relay removal. This AD
is the result of mandatory continuing
airworthiness information (MCAI)
issued by the airworthiness authority for
the United Kingdom. The actions
specified by this AD are intended to
prevent failure of the ground inhibit
relay while it is in the energized
position caused by the current design,
which could result in failure of the stall
warning system and possible loss of
control of the airplane in certain
situations if the crew was not aware that
the system had failed.
DATES: Effective November 26, 1998.
The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of November
26, 1998.

ADDRESSES: Service information that
applies to this AD may be obtained from
British Aerospace Regional Aircraft,
Prestwick International Airport,
Ayrshire, KA9 2RW, Scotland;
telephone: (01292) 479888; facsimile:
(01292) 479703. This information may
also be examined at the Federal
Aviation Administration (FAA), Central
Region, Office of the Regional Counsel,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 98—CE-28—
AD, Room 1558, 601 E. 12th Street,
Kansas City, Missouri 64106; or at the
Office of the Federal Register, 800 North
Capitol Street, NW, suite 700,
Washington, DC.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
S.M. Nagarajan, Aerospace Engineer,
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FAA, Small Airplane Directorate, 1201
Walnut, suite 900, Kansas City, Missouri
64106; telephone: (816) 426—6932;
facsimile: (816) 426-2169.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Events Leading to the Issuance of This
AD

A proposal to amend part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) to include an AD that would
apply to certain British Aerospace
Jetstream Models 3101 and 3201
airplanes that are equipped with the
ground inhibit function (Modification
JM7813A (SB 27-IM7813A) or
JM7813B) was published in the Federal
Register as a notice of proposed
rulemaking (NPRM) on April 30, 1998
(63 FR 23686). The NPRM proposed to
require removing the ground inhibit
time delay and the ground test relay
from the stall warning and protection
system. The NPRM also proposed to
require rewiring part of the stall
warning and protection system to assure
that system reliance is maintained after
relay removal.

Accomplishment of the proposed
action as specified in the NPRM would
be in accordance with British Aerospace
Jetstream Alert Service Bulletin 27-A—
JM7847, dated December 24, 1997.

The NPRM was the result of
mandatory continuing airworthiness
information (MCAI) issued by the
airworthiness authority for the United
Kingdom.

After the issuance of the NPRM,
British Aerospace corrected the
functional test procedures. To
incorporate this change, British
Aerospace revised Jetstream Alert
Service Bulletin 27-A-JM7847 to the
Revision 1 level (dated April 27, 1998).

This prompted the FAA to issue a
proposal to amend part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR part 39) to
include an AD that would apply to
certain British Aerospace Jetstream
Models 3101 and 3201 airplanes that are
equipped with the ground inhibit
function (Modification IM7813A (SB
27-JM7813A) or IM7813B), which was
published in the Federal Register as a
supplemental notice of proposed
rulemaking on August 11, 1998 (63 FR
42270). The supplemental NPRM
proposed to require removing the
ground inhibit time delay and the
ground test relay from the stall warning
and protection system. The
supplemental NPRM also proposed to
require rewiring part of the stall
warning and protection system to assure
that system reliance is maintained after
relay removal. Accomplishment of the
proposed action as specified in the
supplemental NPRM would be in

accordance with British Aerospace
Jetstream Alert Service Bulletin 27-A—
JM7847, dated December 24, 1997,
Revision 1, dated April 27, 1998.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of this amendment. No
comments were received on the
proposed rule or the FAA’s
determination of the cost to the public.

The FAA’s Determination

After careful review of all available
information related to the subject
presented above, the FAA has
determined that air safety and the
public interest require the adoption of
the rule as proposed except for minor
editorial corrections. The FAA has
determined that these minor corrections
will not change the meaning of the AD
and will not add any additional burden
upon the public than was already
proposed.

Cost Impact

The FAA estimates that 301 airplanes
in the U.S. registry will be affected by
this AD, that it will take approximately
6 workhours per airplane to accomplish
this action, and that the average labor
rate is approximately $60 an hour.
Based on these figures, the total cost
impact of this AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $108,360, or $360 per
airplane.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations adopted herein will
not have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with Executive Order 12612,
it is determined that this final rule does
not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, |
certify that this action (1) is not a
“significant regulatory action’ under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3)
will not have a significant economic
impact, positive or negative, on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the final
evaluation prepared for this action is
contained in the Rules Docket. A copy
of it may be obtained by contacting the
Rules Docket at the location provided
under the caption ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding a new airworthiness directive
(AD) to read as follows:

98-21-25 British Aerospace: Amendment
39-10833; Docket No. 98—CE-28-AD.

Applicability: Jetstream Models 3101 and
3201 airplanes, all serial numbers,
certificated in any category, that are
equipped with the ground inhibit function
(Modification IM7813A (SB 27-JM7813A) or
JM7813B).

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (d) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required within the next 100
hours time-in-service (TIS) after the effective
date of this AD, unless already accomplished.
To prevent failure of the ground inhibit relay
while it is in the energized position caused
by the current design, which could result in
failure of the stall warning system and
possible loss of control of the airplane in
certain situations if the crew was not aware
that the system had failed, accomplish the
following:

(a) Remove the ground inhibit time delay
and the ground test relay from the stall
warning and protection system, and rewire
part of the stall warning and protection
system to assure that system reliance is
maintained after relay removal. Accomplish
these actions in accordance with the
ACCOMPLISHMENT INSTRUCTIONS
section of British Aerospace Jetstream Alert
Service Bulletin 27-A-IJM7847, Revision 1,
dated April 27, 1998.

(b) If the actions of this AD were
accomplished in accordance with British
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Aerospace Jetstream Alert Service Bulletin
27-A-IM7847, dated December 24, 1997, the
affected airplane still needs to be re-tested in
accordance with British Aerospace Jetstream
Alert Service Bulletin 27-A-JM7847,
Revision 1, dated April 27, 1998.

(c) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

(d) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an equivalent level of safety may be
approved by the Manager, Small Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service,
1201 Walnut, suite 900, Kansas City,
Missouri 64106. The request shall be
forwarded through an appropriate FAA
Maintenance Inspector, who may add
comments and then send it to the Manager,
Small Airplane Directorate.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Small Airplane
Directorate.

(e) Questions or technical information
related to British Aerospace Jetstream Alert
Service Bulletin 27-A-JM7847, Revision 1,
dated April 27, 1998, should be directed to
British Aerospace Regional Aircraft,
Prestwick International Airport, Ayrshire,
KA9 2RW, Scotland; telephone: (01292)
479888; facsimile: (01292) 479703. This
service information may be examined at the
FAA, Central Region, Office of the Regional
Counsel, Room 1558, 601 E. 12th Street,
Kansas City, Missouri 64106.

(f) The modifications required by this AD
shall be done in accordance with British
Aerospace Jetstream Alert Service Bulletin
27-A-JM7847, Revision 1, dated April 27,
1998. This incorporation by reference was
approved by the Director of the Federal
Register in accordance with 5 U.S.C. 552(a)
and 1 CFR part 51. Copies may be obtained
from British Aerospace Regional Aircraft,
Prestwick International Airport, Ayrshire,
KA9 2RW, Scotland. Copies may be
inspected at the FAA, Central Region, Office
of the Regional Counsel, Room 1558, 601 E.
12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri, or at the
Office of the Federal Register, 800 North
Capitol Street, NW, suite 700, Washington,
DC.

Note 3: The subject of this AD is addressed
in British Aerospace Jetstream Alert Service
Bulletin 27-A-JM7847, dated December 24,
1997, Revision 1, dated April 27, 1998. This
service bulletin is classified as mandatory by
the United Kingdom Civil Aviation Authority
(CAA).

(9) This amendment becomes effective on
November 26, 1998.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
October 5, 1998.

James E. Jackson,

Acting Manager, Small Airplane Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27327 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 98—CE-22-AD; Amendment 39—
10829; AD 98-21-20]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Raytheon
Aircraft Company Models 1900, 1900C,
and 1900D Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This amendment supersedes
Airworthiness Directive (AD) 97-04-02,
which currently requires installing new
exterior placards with operating
instructions for the airstair door, cargo
door, and emergency exits, as
applicable, on certain Raytheon Aircraft
Company (Raytheon) Models 1900,
1900C, and 1900D airplanes. This AD
requires either modifying the existing
exterior placards with door operating
instructions installed in accordance
with AD 97-04-02; or installing new
exterior placards with operating
instructions for the airstair door, cargo
door, and emergency exits, as
applicable. This AD results from reports
of the placards (required by AD 97-04—
02) covering the atmospheric vents for
the cabin door differential pressure lock.
The actions specified by this AD are
intended to continue to assure that clear
and complete operating instructions are
visible for opening the airstair door,
cargo door, or emergency exits, and to
prevent improper operation of the cabin
door differential pressure lock caused
by the placards blocking the
atmospheric vents.
DATES: Effective November 20, 1998.
The incorporation by reference of
certain publications listed in the
regulations is approved by the Director
of the Federal Register as of November
20, 1998.
ADDRESSES: Service information that
applies to this AD may be obtained from
the Raytheon Aircraft Company, P.O.
Box 85, Wichita, Kansas 67201-0085.
This information may also be examined
at the Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA), Central Region, Office of the
Regional Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket No. 98—-CE—22—AD, Room 1558,
601 E. 12th Street, Kansas City, Missouri
64106; or at the Office of the Federal
Register, 800 North Capitol Street, NW,
suite 700, Washington, DC.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Steven E. Potter, Aerospace Engineer,
Wichita Aircraft Certification Office,

FAA, 1801 Airport Road, Mid-Continent
Airport, Wichita, Kansas 67209;
telephone: (316) 946-4124; facsimile:
(316) 946-4407.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Events Leading to the Issuance of This
AD

A proposal to amend part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) to include an AD that would
apply to certain Raytheon Models 1900,
1900C, and 1900D airplanes was
published in the Federal Register as a
notice of proposed rulemaking (NPRM)
on April 27, 1998 (63 FR 20543). The
NPRM proposed to require either
modifying the existing exterior placards
with operating instructions installed in
accordance with AD 97-04-02; or
installing new exterior placards with
operating instructions for the airstair
door, cargo door, and emergency exits,
as applicable. Accomplishment of the
proposed action as specified in the
NPRM would be in accordance with
Raytheon Mandatory Service Bulletin
No. 2741, Rev. 1, Issued: February,
1997; Revised: May, 1997.

The NPRM was the result of reports
of the placards (required by AD 97-04—
02) covering the atmospheric vents for
the cabin door differential pressure lock.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the
making of this amendment. Due
consideration has been given to the
comments received.

Comment Disposition

One commenter recommends that an
additional method of compliance be
added to the proposal. The commenter
states that the actions of AD 97-04-02
have already been accomplished on the
commenter’s fleet of aircraft. In addition
to these actions, the modification of the
placards that is proposed in this action
was accomplished in accordance with
the instructions in Beechcraft message
No. 52-0506, dated February 21, 1997.
These instructions basically incorporate
the same information included in the
modification instructions in Raytheon
Mandatory Service Bulletin No. 2741,
Rev.1, dated May, 1997.

The FAA concurs and will give
alternative method of compliance credit
in the AD for accomplishing the action
in accordance with Beechcraft message
No. 52-0506, dated February 21, 1997,
in conjunction with Raytheon
Mandatory Service Bulletin No. 2741,
dated February, 1997.

Another commenter agrees with the
intent of the AD, but feels that the FAA
should have issued an urgent safety of
flight AD through the use of a “final
rule; request for comments.”
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After examining all the information
related to the subject of this AD, the
FAA did not feel it had sufficient
justification for issuing an urgent safety
of flight AD. No changes to the final rule
are necessary.

The FAA’s Determination

After careful review of all available
information related to the subject
presented above, the FAA has
determined that air safety and the
public interest require the adoption of
the rule as proposed except for the
addition of the alternative method of
compliance previously discussed and
minor editorial corrections. The FAA
has determined that this addition and
the minor editorial corrections will not
change the meaning of the AD and will
not add any additional burden upon the
public than was already proposed.

Cost Impact

The FAA estimates that 524 airplanes
in the U.S. registry will be affected by
this AD, that it will take approximately
1 workhour per airplane to accomplish
this action, and that the average labor
rate is approximately $60 an hour. Parts
cost approximately $3 per airplane.
Based on these figures, the total cost
impact of this AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $33,012, or $63 per
airplane.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations adopted herein will
not have substantial direct effects on the
States, on the relationship between the
national government and the States, or
on the distribution of power and
responsibilities among the various
levels of government. Therefore, in
accordance with Executive Order 12612,
it is determined that this final rule does
not have sufficient federalism
implications to warrant the preparation
of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, |
certify that this action (1) is not a
“significant regulatory action” under
Executive Order 12866; (2) is not a
“significant rule’’ under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3)
will not have a significant economic
impact, positive or negative, on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the final
evaluation prepared for this action is
contained in the Rules Docket. A copy
of it may be obtained by contacting the
Rules Docket at the location provided
under the caption ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Incorporation by reference,
Safety.

Adoption of the Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration amends part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
removing Airworthiness Directive (AD)
97-04-02, Amendment 39-9937, and by
adding a new AD to read as follows:

98-21-20 Raytheon Aircraft Company
(Type Certificate No. A24CE formerly
held by the Beech Aircraft Corporation):
Amendment 39-10829; Docket No. 98—
CE-22-AD; Supersedes AD 97-04-02,
Amendment 39-9937.

Applicability: The following model and
serial number airplanes, certificated in any
category:

Model Serial numbers
1900 ......... UA-2 and UA-3.
1900C ...... UB-1 through UB-74, and UC-1
through UC-174.
1900C (C- | UD-1 through UD-6.
12J).
1900D ...... UE-1 through UE-268.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (d) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required within the next 200
hours time-in-service (TIS) after the effective
date of this AD, unless already accomplished.

To continue to assure that clear and
complete operating instructions are visible
for opening the airstair door, cargo door, or
emergency exits, and to prevent improper
operation of the cabin door differential
pressure lock caused by the placards
blocking the atmospheric vents, accomplish
the following:

(a) Accomplish one of the following in
accordance with ACCOMPLISHMENT
INSTRUCTIONS section of Raytheon
Mandatory Service Bulletin No. 2741, Rev. 1,
dated May, 1997:

(1) Modify the existing exterior placards
with operating instructions installed in
accordance with AD 97-04-02 (superseded
by this AD); or

(2) Remove any existing operating
instructions placards and install new exterior
placards with operating instructions for the
airstair door, cargo door, and emergency
exits, as applicable.

(b) Installing placards in accordance with
Raytheon Mandatory Service Bulletin No.
2741, dated February, 1997, and then
modifying these placards in accordance with
Beechcraft message No. 52—-0506, dated
February 21, 1997, is considered an
alternative method of compliance to the
requirements of paragraphs (a), (a)(1), and
(@)(2) of this AD.

(c) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

(d) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an equivalent level of safety may be
approved by the Manager, Wichita Aircraft
Certification Office (ACO), 1801 Airport
Road, Room 100, Mid-Continent Airport,
Wichita, Kansas 67209.

(1) The request shall be forwarded through
an appropriate FAA Maintenance Inspector,
who may add comments and then send it to
the Manager, Wichita ACO.

(2) Alternative methods of compliance
approved in accordance with AD 97-04-02
are considered approved as alternative
methods of compliance for this AD.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Wichita ACO.

(e) The modifications, removal, and
installations required by this AD shall be
done in accordance with Raytheon
Mandatory Service Bulletin No. 2741, Rev. 1,
dated May, 1997. This incorporation by
reference was approved by the Director of the
Federal Register in accordance with 5 U.S.C.
552(a) and 1 CFR part 51. Copies may be
obtained from the Raytheon Aircraft
Corporation, P.O. Box 85, Wichita, Kansas
67201-0085. Copies may be inspected at the
FAA, Central Region, Office of the Regional
Counsel, Room 1558, 601 E. 12th Street,
Kansas City, Missouri, or at the Office of the
Federal Register, 800 North Capitol Street,
NW, suite 700, Washington, DC.

(f) This amendment becomes effective on
November 20, 1998.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
October 1, 1998.

Michael Gallagher,

Manager, Small Airplane Directorate, Aircraft
Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27121 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Airspace Docket No. 98—AGL-45]

Modification of Class E Airspace;
Menomonie, WI

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action modifies Class E
airspace at Menomonie, WI. A Global
Positioning System (GPS) Standard
Instrument Approach Procedure (SIAP)
to Runway (Rwy) 27 has been developed
for Menomonie Municipal-Score Field
Airport. Controlled airspace extending
upward from 700 to 1200 feet above
ground level (AGL) is needed to contain
aircraft executing the approach. This
action increases the radius of the
existing controlled airspace for
Menomonie Municipal-Score Field
Airport.

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC, January 28,
1999.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michelle M. Behm, Air Traffic Division,
Airspace Branch, AGL-500, Federal
Aviation Administration, 2300 East
Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois
60018, telephone (847) 294—-7568.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

On Friday, July 24, 1998, the FAA
proposed to amend 14 CFR part 71 to
modify Class E airspace at Menomonie,
WI (63 FR 39776). The proposal was to
add controlled airspace extending
upward from 700 to 1200 feet AGL to
contain Instrument Flight Rules (IFR)
operations in controlled airspace during
portions of the terminal operation and
while transiting between the enroute
and terminal environments.

Interested parties were invited to
participate in this rulemaking
proceeding by submitting written
comments on the proposal to the FAA.
No comments objecting to the proposal
were received. Class E airspace
designations for airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth are
published in paragraph 6005 of FAA
Order 7400.9F dated September 10,
1998, and effective September 16, 1998,
which is incorporated by reference in 14
CFR 71.1. The Class E airspace
designation listed in this document will
be published subsequently in the Order.

The Rule

This amendment to 14 CFR part 71
modifies Class E airspace at
Menomonie, WI, to accommodate
aircraft executing the proposed GPS
Rwy 27 SIAP at Menomonie Municipal-
Score Field Airport by increasing the
radius of the existing controlled
airspace for the airport. The area will be
depicted on appropriate aeronautical
charts.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. Therefore, this regulation—(1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
Regulatory Evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. Since this is a
routine matter that will only affect air
traffic procedures and air navigation, it
is certified that this rule will not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
CLASS B, CLASS C, CLASS D, AND
CLASS E AIRSPACE AREAS;
AIRWAYS; ROUTES; AND REPORTING
POINTS

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of the Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9F, Airspace
Designation and Reporting Points, dated
September 10, 1998, and effective
September 16, 1998, is amended as
follows:

[Amended]

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth.

* * * * *

AGL WI E5 Menomonie, WI [Revised]

Menomonie Municipal-Score Field Airport,
W

(lat. 44°53'32" N, long. 91°52'04" W)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.5-mile
radius of Menomonie Municipal-Score Field
Airport.

* * * * *

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois on October

2,1998.

David B. Johnson,

Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division.

[FR Doc. 98-27727 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Airspace Docket No. 98—AGL-44]
Establishment of Class E Airspace;
Park Falls, WI

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action establishes Class
E airspace at Park Falls, WI. A
Nondirectional Beacon (NDB) Standard
Instrument Approach Procedure (SIAP)
to Runway (Rwy) 36 has been developed
for Park Falls Municipal Airport.
Controlled Airspace extending upward
from 700 to 1200 feet above ground
level (AGL) is needed to contain aircraft
executing the approach. This action
creates controlled airspace with a
southern extension for Park Falls
Municipal Airport.

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC, January 28,
1999.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michelle M. Behm, Air Traffic Division,
Airspace Branch, AGL-520, Federal
Aviation Administration, 2300 East
Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois
60018, telephone (847) 294—-7568.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

History

On Friday, July 24, 1998, the FAA
proposed to amend 14 CFR part 71 to
establish Class E airspace at Park Falls,
WI (63 FR 39775). The proposal was to
add controlled airspace extending
upward from 700 to 1200 feet AGL to
contain Instrument Flight Rules (IFR)
operations in controlled airspace during
portions of the terminal operation and
while transiting between the enroute
and terminal environments.

Interested parties were invited to
participate in this rulemaking
proceeding by submitting written
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comments on the proposal to the FAA.
No comments objecting to the proposal
were received. Class E airspace
designations for airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth are
published in paragraph 6005 of FAA
Order 7400.9F dated September 10,
1998, and effective September 16, 1998,
which is incorporated by reference in 14
CFR 71.1. The Class E airspace
designation listed in this document will
be published subsequently in the Order.

The Rule

This amendment to 14 CFR part 71
establishes Class E airspace at Park
Falls, WI, to accommodate aircraft
executing the proposed NDB Rwy 36
SIAP at Park Falls Municipal Airport by
creating controlled airspace with a
southern extension for the airport. The
area will be depicted on appropriate
aeronautical charts.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. Therefore, this regulation—(1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
Regulatory Evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. Since this is a
routine matter that will only affect air
traffic procedures and air navigation, it
is certified that this rule will not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
CLASS B, CLASS C, CLASS D, AND
CLASS E AIRSPACE AREAS;
AIRWAYS, ROUTES; AND REPORTING
POINTS

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,

40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of the Federal Aviation

Administration Order 7400.9F, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated September 10, 1998, and effective
September 16, 1998, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth.

* * * * *

AGL WI E5 Park Falls, WI [New]

Park Falls Municipal Airport, WI

(lat. 45° 57' 23""N, long. 90° 25' 29"'W)
Park Falls NDB

(lat. 45° 57" 11""N, long. 90° 25' 35"'W)

That airspace extending upward form 700
feet above the surface within a 6.3-mile
radius of Park Falls Municipal Airport and
within 2.5 miles each side of the 176° bearing
from the Park Falls NDB, extending form the
6.3-mile radius to 7.0 miles south of the
airport.
* * * * *

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois on October
2,1998.

David B. Johnson,

Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division.

[FR Doc. 98-27726 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Docket No. 98-AGL—47]

Modification of Class E Airspace; Orr,
MN

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action modifies class E
airspace at Orr, MN. A Global
Positioning System (GPS) Standard
Instrument Approach Procedure (SIAP)
to Runway (Rwy) 13 has been developed
for Orr Regional Airport. Controlled
airspace extending upward from 700 to
1200 feet above ground level (AGL) is
needed to contain aircraft executing the
approach. This action increases the
radius of the existing controlled
airspace for Orr Regional Airport.
EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC, January 28,
1999.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michelle M. Behm, Air Traffic Division,
Airspace Branch, AGL-520, Federal
Aviation Administration, 2300 East
Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, lllinois
60018, telephone (847) 294—7568.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

History

On Friday, July 24, 1998, the FAA
proposed to amend 14 CFR part 71 to

modify Class E airspace at Orr, MN (63
FR 39774). The proposal was to add
controlled airspace extending upward
form 700 to 1200 feet AGL to contain
Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) operations
in controlled airspace during portions of
the terminal operation and while
transiting between the enroute and
terminal environments.

Interested parties were invited to
participate in this rulemaking
proceeding by submitting written
comments on the proposal to the FAA.
No comments objecting to the proposal
were received. Class E airspace
designations for airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth are
published in paragraph 6005 of FAA
Order 7400.9F dated September 10,
1998, and effective September 16, 1998,
which is incorporated by reference in 14
CFR 71.1. The Class E airspace
designation listed in this document will
be published subsequently in the Order.

The Rule

This amendment to 14 CFR part 71
modifies Class E airspace at Orr, MN, to
accommodate aircraft executing the
proposed GPS Rwy 13 SIAP at Orr
Regional Airport by increasing the
radius the existing controlled airspace
for the airport. The area will be depicted
on appropriate aeronautical charts.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. Therefore, this regulation—(1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
Regulatory Evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. Since this is a
routine matter that will only affect air
traffic procedures and air navigation, it
is certified that this rule will not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:
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PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
CLASS B, CLASS C, CLASS D, AND
CLASS E AIRSPACE AREAS;
AIRWAYS; ROUTES; AND REPORTING
POINTS

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of the Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9F, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated September 10, 1998, and effective
September 16, 1998, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth.

* * * * *

AGL MN E5 Orr, MN [Revised]

Orr Regional Airport, MN

(Lat. 48°00'57" N, long. 92°51'22" W)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.4-mile
radius of Orr Regional Airport and within 2.5
miles each side of the 324° bearing from the
airport extending from the 6.4-mile radius to
7.0 miles northwest of the airport, excluding
that airspace within the Cook, MN, Class E
airspace area.

* * * * *

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois on October
2,1998.

David B. Johnson,

Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division.

[FR Doc. 98-27725 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71

[Airspace Docket No. 98—-AGL-46]
Establishment of Class E Airspace;
Granite Falls, MN

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action establishes Class
E airspace at Granite Falls, MN. A VHF
Omnidirectional Range/Distance
Measuring Equipment (VOR/DME)
Standard Instrument Approach
Procedure (SIAP) to Runway (Rwy) 34
has been developed for Granite Falls
Municipal Airport. Controlled airspace
extending upward from 700 to 1200 feet
above ground level (AGL) is needed to
contain aircraft executing the approach.

This action creates controlled airspace
with a 6.4-mile radius for Granite Falls
Municipal Airport.

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC, January 28,
1999.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michelle M. Behm, Air Traffic Division,
Airspace Branch, AGL-520, Federal
Aviation Administration, 2300 East
Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, lllinois
60018, telephone (847) 294—7568.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

On Friday, July 24, 1998, the FAA
proposed to amend 14 CFR part 71 to
establish Class E airspace at Granite
Falls, MN (63 FR 39773). The proposal
was to add controlled airspace
extending upward from 700 to 1200 feet
AGL to contain Instrument Flight Rules
(IFR) operations in controlled airspace
during portions of the terminal
operation and while transiting between
the enroute and terminal environments.

Interested parties were invited to
participate in this rulemaking
proceeding by submitting written
comments on the proposal to the FAA.
No comments objecting to the proposal
were received. Class E airspace
designations for airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth are
published in paragraph 6005 of FAA
Order 7400.9F dated September 10,
1998, and effective September 16, 1998,
which is incorporated by reference in 14
CFR 71.1. The Class E airspace
designation listed in this document will
be published subsequently in the Order.

The Rule

This amendment to 14 CFR part 71
establishes Class E airspace at Granite
Falls, MN, to accommodate aircraft
executing the proposed VOR/DME Rwy
34 SIAP at Granite Falls Municipal
Airport by creating controlled airspace
for the airport. The area will be depicted
on appropriate aeronautical charts.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. Therefore, this regulation—(1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034; February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
Regulatory Evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. Since this is a
routine matter that will only affect air
traffic procedures and air navigation, it
is certified that this rule will not have

a significant economic impact on a

substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory

Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
CLASS B, CLASS C, CLASS D, AND
CLASS E AIRSPACE AREAS;
AIRWAYS; ROUTES; AND REPORTING
POINTS

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of the Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9F, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated September 10, 1998, and effective
September 16, 1998, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more

above the surface of the earth.
* * * * *

AGL MN E5 Granite Falls, MN [New]
Granite Falls Municipal Airport, MN
(Lat. 44° 45' 12""N., long. 95°33'22"" W.)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.4-mile
radius of the Granite Falls Municipal Airport.
* * * * *

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois on October
2, 1998.

David B. Johnson,

Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division.

[FR Doc. 98-27723 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Docket No. 98—AGL-43]

Modification of Class E Airspace; Two
Harbors, MN

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: This action modifies class E
airspace at Two Harbors, MN. A Global
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Positioning System (GPS) Standard
Instrument Approach Procedure (SIAP)
to Runway (Rwy) 24 has been developed
for Richard B. Helgeson Airport.
Controlled airspace extending upward
from 700 to 1200 feet above ground
level (AGL) is needed to contain aircraft
executing the approach. This action
increases the radius of, and adds a
northeast extension to, the existing
controlled airspace for Richard B.
Helgeson Airport.

EFFECTIVE DATE: 0901 UTC, January 28,
1999.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Michelle M. Behm, Air Traffic Division,
Airspace Branch, AGL-520, Federal
Aviation Administration, 2300 East
Devon Avenue, Des Plaines, Illinois
60018, telephone (847) 294—7568.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
History

On Friday, July 17, 1998, the FAA
proposed to amend 14 CFR part 71 to
modify Class E airspace at Two Harbors,
MN (63 FR 38524). The proposal was to
add controlled airspace extending
upward from 700 to 1200 feet AGL to
contain Instrument Flight Rules (IFR)
operations in controlled airspace during
portions of the terminal operation and
while transiting between the enroute
and terminal environments.

Interested parties were invited to
participate in this rulemaking
proceeding by submitting written
comments on the proposal to the FAA.
No comments objecting to the proposal
were received. Class E airspace
designations for airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth are
published in paragraph 6005 of FAA
Order 7400.9F dated September 10,
1998, and effective September 16, 1998,
which is incorporated by reference in 14
CFR 71.1. The Class E airspace
designation listed in this document will
be published subsequently in the Order.

The Rule

This amendment to 14 CFR part 71
modifies Class E airspace at Two
Harbors, MN, to accommodate aircraft
executing the proposed GPS Rwy 24
SIAP at Richard B. Helgeson Airport by
increasing the radius of, and adding a
northeast extension to, the existing
controlled airspace for the airport. The
area will be depicted on appropriate
aeronautical charts.

The FAA has determined that this
regulation only involves an established
body of technical regulations for which
frequent and routine amendments are
necessary to keep them operationally
current. Therefore, this regulation—(1)

is not a ““significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3)
does not warrant preparation of a
Regulatory Evaluation as the anticipated
impact is so minimal. Since this is a
routine matter that will only affect air
traffic procedures and air navigation, it
is certified that this rule will not have
a significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

Adoption of the Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
amends 14 CFR part 71 as follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
CLASS B, CLASS C, CLASS D, AND
CLASS E AIRSPACE AREAS;
AIRWAYS; ROUTES; AND REPORTING
POINTS

1. The authority citation for part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of the Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9F, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated September 10, 1998, and effective
September 16, 1998, is amended as
follows:

[Amended]

Paragraph 6005 Class E airspace areas
extending upward from 700 feet or more
above the surface of the earth.

* * * * *

AGL MN E5 Two Harbors, MN [Revised]

Richard B. Helgeson Airport, MN
(Lat. 47°02'55" N, long. 91°44'43" W)
ANATE Waypoint

(Lat. 47°05'30" N, long. 91°37'46" W)

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 6.4-mile
radius of Richard B. Helgeson Airport and
within 2.7 miles each side of the 073° bearing
from Richard B. Helgeson Airport, extending
from the 6.4-mile radius to 7.2 miles
northeast of the airport, and within 4.0 miles
each side of the 042° bearing from ANATE
Waypoint, extending from the waypoint to
6.4 miles northeast of the waypoint,
excluding that airspace within the Silver Bay,
MN, Class E airspace area.

* * * * *

Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois on October
2,1998.

David B. Johnson,

Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division.

[FR Doc. 9827722 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Customs Service

19 CFR Part 24

[T.D. 98-64]

RIN 1515-AC31

Exporters Not Liable For Harbor
Maintenance Fee; Correction

AGENCY: U.S. Customs Service,
Department of the Treasury.

ACTION: Final rule; correction.

SUMMARY: Customs published in the
Federal Register on July 31, 1998, a
document amending the Customs
Regulations to remove the requirement
that an exporter of cargo is liable for the
payment of the Harbor Maintenance Fee
when cargo is loaded for export at a port
subject to the Harbor Maintenance Fee.
This document contains a correction to
that document regarding the authority
citation for the subject regulation.
EFFECTIVE DATE: October 15, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Patricia Barbare, Operations
Management Specialist, Budget
Division, U.S. Customs Service, (202)
927-0310.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

Customs published in the Federal
Register (63 FR 40822) on July 31, 1998,
a document amending the Customs
Regulations to remove the requirement
that an exporter of cargo is liable for the
payment of the Harbor Maintenance Fee
when cargo is loaded for export at a port
subject to the Harbor Maintenance Fee.
That document contained a technical
error which this document will correct.

Correction of Publication

The publication on July 31, 1998, of
the final rule (T.D.98-64)(63 FR
40822)(FR Doc. 98-20456) is corrected
as follows:

1. On page 40823, in the second
column, in the first instruction
regarding the general authority for part
24 and the specific relevant authority
citation for 8 24.24, the specific
authority citation for § 24.24 is corrected
to read as follows: ““Section 24.24 also
issued under 26 U.S.C. 4461, 4462;
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Dated: October 9, 1998.
Harold M. Singer,
Chief, Regulations Branch.
[FR Doc. 98-27646 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4820-02—-P

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

24 CFR Parts 401 and 402

[Docket No. FR-4298—-C—-04]

RIN 2502—-AH09

Multifamily Housing Mortgage and
Housing Assistance Restructuring
Program (Mark-to-Market) and Renewal

of Expiring Section 8 Project-Based
Assistance Contracts; Correction

AGENCY: Office of the Secretary, HUD.
ACTION: Interim rule; correction.

SUMMARY: On September 11, 1998, at 63
FR 48926, we published an interim rule
implementing the new Mark-to-Market
Program. The internet address for
submitting public comments by e-mail
given in that rule was incorrect. This
document corrects the internet address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Dan
Sullivan, Department of Housing and
Urban Development, 451 7th St.,
Washington DC 20410. Telephone: 202—
708-0547. (This is not a toll-free
number.) For hearing- and speech-
impaired persons, this number may be
accessed via TTY by calling the Federal
Information Relay Service at 1-800—
877-8339.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In interim
rule FR Doc. 98-24284 published on
September 11, 1998, (63 FR 48926)
make the following correction. On page
48940, in the second column, correct
the paragraph under the heading
“Electronic Access and Filing Address”
to read:

“If you wish to comment on this
interim rule, you may submit comments
through HUD’s Public Comment
Webpage accessible through the Internet
at http://www.hud.gov/ogc/
regcom2.html. That webpage will enable
you to create an e-mail message
containing your comments. Your
comments will be sent to the Rules
Docket Clerk and will be available to
any person. If you send your comment
through the Public Comment Webpage,
please DO NOT also send a paper copy
of your comment.”

Dated: October 9, 1998.
Camille E. Acevedo,
Assistant General Counsel for Regulations
[FR Doc. 98-27686 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4210-32-P

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Internal Revenue Service

26 CFR Part 1
[TD 8776]

RIN 1545-AW34
Conversion to the Euro; Correction

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service (IRS),
Treasury.

ACTION: Correction to temporary
regulations.

SUMMARY: This document contains a
correction to Treasury Decision 8776,
which was published in the Federal
Register on Wednesday, July 29, 1998
(63 FR 40366) relating to U.S. taxpayers
operating, investing or otherwise
conducting business in the currencies of
certain European countries that are
replacing their national currencies with
a single, multinational currency called
the euro.

DATES: This correction is effective July
29, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Howard Weiner, (202) 622-3870 (not a
toll-free number).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

The temporary regulations that are the
subject of this correction are under
section 1001 of the Internal Revenue
Code.

Need for Correction

As published, TD 8776 contains an
error which may prove to be misleading
and is in need of clarification.

Correction of Publication

Accordingly, the publication of the
temporary regulations (TD 8776), which
was the subject of FR Doc. 98-20023, is
corrected as follows:

§1.985-8T [Corrected]

On page 40369, column 2, § 1.985—
8T(c)(3)(iv)(B), third line from the top of
the column, the language “‘year of
change which includes the” is corrected
to read ‘““year ending immediately prior
to the year of change which includes
the”.

Cynthia E. Grigsby,

Chief, Regulations Unit, Assistant Chief
Counsel (Corporate).

[FR Doc. 98-27708 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4830-01-U

PENSION BENEFIT GUARANTY
CORPORATION

29 CFR Part 4044

Allocation of Assets in Single-
Employer Plans; Interest Assumptions
for Valuing Benefits

AGENCY: Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation.
ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation’s regulation on Allocation
of Assets in Single-Employer Plans
prescribes interest assumptions for
valuing benefits under terminating
single-employer plans. This final rule
amends the regulation to adopt interest
assumptions for plans with valuation
dates in November 1998.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 1, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Harold J. Ashner, Assistant General
Counsel, Office of the General Counsel,
Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation,
1200 K Street, NW., Washington, DC
20005, 202—-326-4024. (For TTY/TDD
users, call the Federal relay service toll-
free at 1-800-877-8339 and ask to be
connected to 202—-326-4024.)
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
PBGC'’s regulation on Allocation of
Assets in Single-Employer Plans (29
CFR part 4044) prescribes actuarial
assumptions for valuing plan benefits of
terminating single-employer plans
covered by title IV of the Employee
Retirement Income Security Act of 1974.

Among the actuarial assumptions
prescribed in part 4044 are interest
assumptions. These interest
assumptions are intended to reflect
current conditions in the financial and
annuity markets.

Two sets of interest assumptions are
prescribed, one set for the valuation of
benefits to be paid as annuities and one
set for the valuation of benefits to be
paid as lump sums. This amendment
adds to appendix B to part 4044 the
annuity and lump sum interest
assumptions for valuing benefits in
plans with valuation dates during
November 1998.

For annuity benefits, the interest
assumptions will be 5.30 percent for the
first 25 years following the valuation
date and 5.25 percent thereafter. The
annuity interest assumptions represent a
decrease (from those in effect for
October 1998) of 0.10 percent for the
first 25 years following the valuation
date and are otherwise unchanged. For
benefits to be paid as lump sums, the
interest assumptions to be used by the
PBGC will be 3.75 percent for the period
during which a benefit is in pay status
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and 4.00 percent during any years
preceding the benefit’s placement in pay
status. The lump sum interest
assumptions represent a decrease (from
those in effect for October 1998) of 0.25
percent for the period during which a
benefit is in pay status; they are
otherwise unchanged.

The PBGC has determined that notice
and public comment on this amendment
are impracticable and contrary to the
public interest. This finding is based on
the need to determine and issue new
interest assumptions promptly so that
the assumptions can reflect, as
accurately as possible, current market
conditions.

Because of the need to provide
immediate guidance for the valuation of

benefits in plans with valuation dates
during November 1998, the PBGC finds
that good cause exists for making the
assumptions set forth in this
amendment effective less than 30 days
after publication.

The PBGC has determined that this
action is not a “‘significant regulatory
action” under the criteria set forth in
Executive Order 12866.

Because no general notice of proposed
rulemaking is required for this
amendment, the Regulatory Flexibility
Act of 1980 does not apply. See 5 U.S.C.
601(2).

List of Subjects in 29 CFR Part 4044

Pension insurance, Pensions.
In consideration of the foregoing, 29
CFR part 4044 is amended as

TABLE |.—ANNUITY VALUATIONS

follows:

PART 4044—ALLOCATION OF
ASSETS IN SINGLE-EMPLOYER
PLANS

1. The authority citation for part 4044
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 29 U.S.C. 1301(a), 1302(b)(3),
1341, 1344, 1362.

2. In appendix B, a new entry is
added to Table I, and Rate Set 61 is
added to Table Il, as set forth below.
The introductory text of each table is
republished for the convenience of the
reader and remains unchanged.

Appendix B to Part 4044—Interest
Rates Used to Value Annuities and
Lump Sums

[This table sets forth, for each indicated calendar month, the interest rates (denoted by i1, i2,* * *, and referred to generally as i) assumed to be
in effect between specified anniversaries of a valuation date that occurs within that calendar month; those anniversaries are specified in the
columns adjacent to the rates. The last listed rate is assumed to be in effect after the last listed anniversary date.]

For valuation dates occurring in the month—

The values of i; are:

it fort=

fort= it fort=

* *

November 1998

1-25

* *

.0525 >25 N/A N/A

[In using this table: (1) For benefits for which the participant or beneficiary is entitled to be in pay status on the valuation date, the immediate annuity rate shall apply; (2) For benefits for which
the deferral period is y years (where y is an integer and 0 <y < nj), interest rate iy shall apply from the valuation date for a period of y years, and thereafter the immediate annuity rate shall
apply; (3) For benefits for which the deferral period is y years (where y is an integer and n1 <y < ni1 + ny), interest rate i> shall apply from the valuation date for a period of y—n; years, in-
terest rate i1 shall apply for the following n; years, and thereafter the immediate annuity rate shall apply; (4) For benefits for which the deferral period is y years (where y is an integer and y
> ni11 + N2), interest rate iz shall apply from the valuation date for a period of y—ni—n> years, interest rate I> shall apply for the following nz years, interest rate i1 shall apply for the following
ny years, and thereafter the immediate annuity rate shall apply.]

For plans with a valuation

Deferred annuities (percent)

Immediate
Rate set date annuity rate ] ] ]
On or after Before (percent) 1 2 I3 N1 nz
* * * * * * *
BL i 11-1-98 12-1-98 3.75 4.00 4.00 4.00 7 8

Issued in Washington, DC, on this 8th day
of October 1998.

David M. Strauss,

Executive Director, Pension Benefit Guaranty
Corporation.

[FR Doc. 98-27660 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7708-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 69

[CC Docket No. 96—-262, FCC 98-257]

Access Charge Reform

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Final rule; petition for
rulemaking.

SUMMARY: The ceilings for the
presubscribed interexchange carrier
charge (PICC) are scheduled to increase
for all classes of customers on January
1, 1999. For the reasons set forth in this
Order, we delay this increase until July
1, 1999.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 16, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Tamara Preiss, 418-1505. TTY: (202)
418-0484.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Third
Order on Reconsideration, released
October 5, 1998. The full text of this
Order is available for inspection and
copying during normal business hours

in the FCC Public Reference Room
(Room 230), 1919 M Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20554. The complete
text of this Order may also be purchased
from the Commission’s copy contractor,
International Transcription Service,
1231 20th Street, NW., Washington, DC
20036.

Regulatory Flexibility Analysis

In the Access Charge Reform Order,
62 FR 31040 (June 6, 1997), we
conducted a Final Regulatory Flexibility
Analysis as required by Section 604 of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA), as
amended by the Contract with America
Advancement Act of 1996, Public Law
104-121, 110 Stat. 847 (1996). The RFA
requires that a regulatory flexibility
analysis be prepared for notice-and-
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comment rulemaking proceedings,
unless the agency certifies that “the rule
will not, if promulgated, have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities.” 5
USC 605(b). In this Third Order on
Reconsideration we have revised the
rules to postpone the scheduled
increases to PICC ceilings from January
1, 1999, to July 1, 1999. We hereby
certify that this postponement will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities,
because the action merely maintains the
status quo concerning the maximum
PICCs that price cap LECs may charge
customers. The present action also,
therefore, does not affect the previous
FRFA. The Commission will send a
copy of this Third Order on
Reconsideration, including this
certification, to the Chief Counsel for
Advocacy of the Small Business
Administration.

Paperwork Reduction Act Analysis

The decision contained herein has
been analyzed with respect to the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995, Pub.
L. 104-13, and does not contain new
and/or modified information collections
subject to Office of Management and
Budget review.

Summary of Report and Order

1. In the Access Charge Reform Order,
62 FR 31040 (June 6, 1997), we adopted
common line rate structure
modifications that permit price cap
local exchange carriers (LECs) to shift
from a rate structure that recovers a
significant portion of non-traffic
sensitive common line costs through
per-minute carrier common line charges
to one that recovers these costs through
flat-rated charges. The rate structure we
adopted retained the existing $3.50
ceiling on the subscriber line charge
(SLC) for primary residential and single-
line business lines and increased the
SLC ceilings on other lines to permit
LECs to recover a greater amount of the
common line costs through flat-rated
charges assessed on end users. To the
extent that SLC ceilings prevent price
cap LECs from recovering their allowed
common line revenues from end users,
price cap LECs may recover the
shortfall, subject to a maximum charge,
through PICCs. The PICC is a flat, per-
line charge assessed on the end user’s
presubscribed interexchange carrier.

2. In order to provide price cap LECs,
interexchange carriers (IXCs), and end
users with adequate time to adjust to the
new rate structure, we adopted an
approach that phases in the PICC. We
also established several different
categories of PICCs, setting an initial cap

for primary residential and single-line
business lines at $0.53 per month for the
first year, equal to the amount assessed
IXCs in the past for those lines for
purposes of the former High Cost Fund.
We set initial ceilings on the PICCs for
non-primary residential lines at $1.50
per month and for multi-line business
lines at $2.75 per month. On January 1,
1999, the PICC ceilings are scheduled to
increase by the following amounts:
$0.50 plus inflation for primary
residential and single-line business
lines, $1.00 plus inflation for non-
primary residential lines, and $1.50 plus
inflation for multi-line business lines.
See 47 CFR 69.153.

3. On our own motion, we postpone
the scheduled increase of the PICC
ceilings from January 1, 1999 to July 1,
1999. (The filing of a petition for
reconsideration tolls the thirty-day
period our rules provide for sua sponte
reconsideration. See 47 CFR 1.108,
Central Florida Enterprises, Inc. v. FCC,
598 F.2d 37, 48 n.51 (D.C. Cir. 1978),
cert. dismissed, 441 U.S. 957 (1979),
cert. denied, 460 U.S. 1084 (1983);
Radio Americana, Inc., 44 F.C.C. 2506,
2510 (1961).) In the Access Charge
Reform Order, we established a system
that enables access charges better to
reflect the costs underlying those
charges. We remain convinced that
recovery of non-traffic sensitive costs
through flat charges, rather than minute-
of-use charges, on IXCs is the
appropriate recovery mechanism for
these costs. We believe, however, that
we should postpone implementation of
the next round of shifts from per-minute
charges to PICCs.

4. Other adjustments to access
charges, most notably those involving
universal service and the reductions
associated with the annual application
of our price cap formula, take effect on
July 1, 1999. Earlier this year, we
extended from January 1, 1999 until July
1, 1999 the implementation date for the
revised mechanism for determining
universal service high cost support for
non-rural carriers. Under current rules,
interstate access charges are to go down
at that time to reflect the universal
service support that incumbent LECs
receive through the new high cost
support mechanism. Also on July 1,
1999, price cap LECs’ annual access
tariffs will become effective. See 47 CFR
61.43. These new tariffs will reflect a
downward adjustment of the price cap
indices due in large part to the “X-
Factor” and the low inflation
experienced in the economy as a whole.
See 47 CFR 61.45.

5. If the scheduled increases in the
PICC ceilings were not delayed, PICCs
that would increase on January 1, 1999

may be reduced due to the new
universal service support mechanism
and the X-Factor adjustment both taking
effect on July 1, 1999. The imposition of
higher PICCs on January 1 followed by
decreases just six months later will
increase consumer confusion and
frustration. We instead prefer to
minimize rate churn, and so postpone
the scheduled increase to the PICC
ceilings.

Ordering Clauses

6. Accordingly, it is ordered that,
pursuant to sections 4(i), and 201-205
of the Communications Act, 47 USC
154(i), and 201-205, and §1.108 of the
Commission’s rules, 47 CFR 1.108, we
hereby amend § 69.153 as set forth
below.

7. It is further ordered that the
provisions of this Order will be effective
November 11, 1998.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 69
Communications common carriers.

Federal Communications Commission.
Magalie Roman Salas,
Secretary.

Rule Changes

PART 69—ACCESS CHARGES

1. The authority citation for part 69
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154, 201, 202, 203,
205, 218, 254, 403.

2. Section 69.153 is amended by
revising paragraphs (c) introductory
text, (c)(2), (d)(1) introductory text,
(d)(1)(ii), (d)(2) introductory text,
(d)(2)(ii), and (e) to read as follows:

§69.153 Presubscribed interexchange
carrier charge (PICC).

* * * * *

(c) The maximum monthly PICC for
primary residential subscriber lines and
single-line business subscriber lines
shall be the lower of:

l * * *

(2) $0.53. On July 1, 1999, this
amount shall be adjusted by the
inflation factor computed under
paragraph (e) of this section, and
increased by $0.50. On July 1, 2000, and
in each subsequent year, this amount
shall be adjusted by the inflation factor
computed under paragraph (e) of this
section, and increased by $0.50.

(d) * X *

(1) The maximum monthly PICC for
non-primary residential subscriber lines
shall be the lower of:

(i) * Kk Kk

(ii) $1.50. OnJuly 1, 1999, this
amount shall be adjusted by the
inflation factor computed under
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paragraph (e) of this section, and
increased by $1.00. On July 1, 2000, and
in each subsequent year, this amount
shall be adjusted by the inflation factor
computed under paragraph (e) of this
section, and increased by $1.00.

(2) If the maximum monthly PICC for
non-primary residential subscriber lines
is determined using paragraph (d)(1)(i)
of this section, the maximum monthly
PICC for multi-line business subscriber
lines shall equal the maximum monthly
PICC of non-primary residential
subscriber lines. Otherwise, the
maximum monthly PICC for multi-line
business lines shall be the lower of:

i * * *

(ii) $2.75. OnJuly 1, 1999, this
amount shall be adjusted by the
inflation factor computed under
paragraph (e) of this section, and
increased by $1.50. On July 1, 2000, and
in each subsequent year, this amount
shall be adjusted by the inflation factor
computed under paragraph (e) of this
section, and increased by $1.50.

(e) For the PICC ceiling for primary
residential subscriber lines and single-
line business subscriber lines under
paragraph (c)(2) of this section, non-
primary residential subscriber lines
under paragraph (d)(1)(ii) of this
section, and multi-line business
subscriber lines under paragraph
(d)(2)(ii) of this section:

(1) OnJuly 1, 1999, the ceiling will be
adjusted to reflect inflation as measured
by the change in GDP-PI for the 18
months ending March 31, 1999.

(2) On July 1 of each subsequent year,
the ceiling will be adjusted to reflect
inflation as measured by the change in
GDP-PI for the 12 months ending on
March 31 of the year the adjustment is
made.

(3) On July 1 of each subsequent year,
the ceiling will be adjusted to reflect
inflation as measured by the change in
GDP-PI for the 12 months ending on
March 31 of the year the adjustment is
made.

* * * * *

[FR Doc. 98-27676 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

OFFICE OF PERSONNEL
MANAGEMENT

48 CFR Parts 1609, 1632 and 1652
RIN 3206-Al16

Federal Employees Health Benefits
Program Improving Carrier
Performance; Conforming Changes

AGENCY: Office of Personnel
Management.

ACTION: Final rule.

SUMMARY: The Office of Personnel
Management (OPM) is issuing a final
regulation that implements OPM’s
initiative to ensure high quality
customer service to its enrollees in the
Federal Employees Health Benefits
(FEHB) Program by establishing a
performance evaluation program that
will hold community-rated carriers
accountable for their performance. The
regulation would enable OPM to better
manage carriers’ performance in key
contract areas, including customer
service measures, information and
reporting requirements, and significant
events that might affect service to
enrollees.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 16, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Ann Mercer (202) 606—-0004.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On July
16, 1998, OPM issued a proposed
regulation in the Federal Register (63
FR 38360) that would amend the
Federal Employees Health Benefits
Acquisition Regulation (FEHBAR) to
underscore accountability for customer
service and contractual compliance
among the Federal Employees Health
Benefits (FEHB) Program community-
rated carriers. Such a program is already
in place for experience-rated carriers.
OPM has identified certain carrier
obligations that, when unmet, can delay
or keep customer service goals from
being met. Percentage factors will be
assigned to two overall categories,
Customer Service and Critical Contract
Compliance Requirements. The
Contracting Officer will assign a
percentage factor for each category
based on the carrier’s record in meeting
its obligations during the contract year.
The percentage factor will be applied to
each community-rated carrier’s total
annual FEHB premium. The total
amount withheld from a carrier cannot
exceed one percent of premium paid for
any contract year. Accurate and timely
performance by carriers will facilitate
the Program meeting its customer
service standards.

OPM received comments from sixteen
insurance carriers, one Government
agency, and one health plan trade
association. The majority of the
commenters were in favor of the
proposed regulations, although each had
specific areas of concern, which are
addressed below.

Comments focused on uncertainty
regarding the amount of money at
potential risk; subjectivity of the FEHB
Program Carrier Evaluation rating
system; the percentage of premium
used; the absence of weights for each

category; the rating of performance
elements when there is a nonoccurrence
of an event; and other sources than total
premium for the withhold. Some
commenters had the perception that the
withhold is a penalty rather than an
incentive or that OPM might
unilaterally withhold amounts for items
not previously agreed to by contract.
Others were more concerned about the
absence of notification to carriers of
withdrawal of funds, and the lack of an
appeals process.

Numerous carriers felt the rating
categories outlined in the proposed
regulation and provided in detail in
draft separately to carriers as the FEHB
Program Carrier Evaluation form were
subjective and had no assigned weights
to the items of the performance
standards. OPM considered the
comments and made the following
changes to the FEHB Program Carrier
Evaluation form. Each item of the
performance standard was ranked and
assigned a weight, and components
within such elements were reviewed
and streamlined to make the form more
functional and objective. The total
Customer Service and Critical Contract
Compliance Requirements percentage
factors remain unchanged at a
maximum of one percent of total
premium.

Items of the standard, Meeting
Customer Service Performance
Standards, were ranked as follows: (1)
Timely Closure on Rates and Benefits
Consistent with Policy Guidelines; (2)
Customer Information; (3) Meeting
Customer Service Performance
Standards; (4) Cooperation in Surveys;
(5) Paperless Enrollment/Enroliment
Reconciliation, and; (6)
Reconsideration/Disputed Claims. The
Critical Contract Compliance
Requirements were ranked: (1)
Timeliness of Submissions, (2)
Notification of Changes in Contract
Administrators, and; (3) Notification of
Changes in Name or Ownership or
Transfer of Assets, and Notification of
Other Significant Events.

One commenter expressed concern
about how carriers would be rated for
the nonoccurrence of an event, such as
would likely occur in the Critical
Contract Compliance Requirements.
Carriers will be evaluated on each item
of the performance category and it is
expected that, in most cases, the
performance factor percentage applied
to carriers’ total premium will be
substantially less than one percent. If an
event does not occur, no deduction will
be taken.

OPM has considered the carriers’
comments about using contingency
reserves as the source of the withhold,
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but we do not believe such reserve is the
appropriate vehicle. The clause has
been amended to allow the carrier 60
days in which to rebate the FEHB
Program before OPM will take action to
withhold the amount owed from the
carrier’s total premiums. Carriers are
also assured that OPM will not apply
the withhold provision in the Payments
clause to matters not previously agreed
to as a program or contract requirement
between OPM and the carriers.

Two commenters stated that the
performance regulation does not
comport with the Debt Collection Act, 5
U.S.C. 5514. The Debt Collection Act
referenced by this commenter does not
apply to the government contracts
affected by this regulation. Rather, that
Act relates to actions of the United
States in collecting debts owed by
employees or members of the Armed
Services by offset from certain
authorized sources of pay. The Act does
not apply with respect to the collection
or offset of monies owed to the United
States by an insurance carrier under
contract with the government.

The same commenters stated that the
performance regulation does not
comport with “Contract Debts,” Part
32.6 of the FAR. It is OPM’s view that
the contract debt provisions harmonize
with and support the implementation of
the performance regulation. Assuming
that the performance failure were
considered a contract debt, Part 32.6 of
the FAR contains provisions that
contemplate liquidation of the debt by
credit against existing unpaid bills due
the contractor, or offset of the debt in
place of demand for payment so long as
an explanation of the offset is provided.
In the event that a performance amount
is withheld from premium payment to
a carrier, OPM intends to provide full
information and explanation with
respect to the offset. Thus, we do not
believe that the performance regulation
fails to comport with Part 32.6 of the
FAR.

Numerous commenters stated that the
performance regulation constitutes a
penalty and not an incentive. In the
private sector various purchasing groups
use comparable performance factors as
incentives. Such programs frequently
require a rebate by the carrier when
certain purchaser set requirements are
not met. Incentive by definition is
neither positive or negative.
Nevertheless, we have changed the term
from performance incentive to
performance clause.

In response to concerns about a
carrier’s right to appeal a performance
determination, OPM seeks to assure
carriers that the appeals process will be
consistent with the appeals process for

other issues of contract administration.
In the event that a performance factor is
applied against a carrier, OPM will
inform the carrier of the amount due
and will provide documentation
supporting the reasons for the
performance finding. The carrier may
seek reconsideration of the finding, and
may contest the Contracting Officer’s
final decision by asserting a claim
against the government in the same
manner that the carrier would pursue
any other administrative claim under
the contract.

Regulatory Flexibility Act

I certify that this regulation will not
have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities
because in no case will it affect more
than one percent of a carrier’s premium.

List of Subjects in 48 CFR Parts 1609,
1632, and 1652

Administrative practice and
procedure, Government employees,
Government procurement, Health
facilities, Health insurance, Health
professions, Reporting and record
keeping requirements, Retirement.

Office of Personnel Management.
Janice R. Lachance,
Director.

Accordingly, OPM is amending title
48 CFR Parts 1609, 1632, and 1652 as
follows:

CHAPTER 16—OFFICE OF PERSONNEL
MANAGEMENT FEDERAL EMPLOYEES
HEALTH BENEFITS ACQUISITION
REGULATION

1. The authority citation for 48 CFR
Parts 1609, 1632, and 1652 continue to
read as follows:

Authority: 5 U.S.C. 8913; 40 U.S.C. 486(c);
48 CFR 1.301.

PART 1609—CONTRACTOR
QUALIFICATIONS

2. Subpart 1609.71 is added to read as
follows:

Subpart 1609.71—Performance Evaluation

Sec.

1609.7101 Policy.

1609.7101-1 Community-rated carrier
incentive performance elements.

1609.7101-2 Community-rated carrier
performance factors.

1609.7101 Policy.

At the end of each contract period, the
contracting officer will determine each
community-rated carrier’s
responsiveness to the Program
requirements in 1609.7101-1.

1609.7101-1 Community-rated carrier
incentive performance elements.

(a) Customer Service. This element is
intended to assist OPM in achieving the
goal of providing customer service that
meets or exceeds the expectations of
Federal enrollees. The Customer Service
category will represent 70 percent of the
total calculation and will be based on
the carrier’s compliance with the
following items:

(1) Timely Closure on Rates and
Benefits Consistent with Policy
Guidelines. In order for information to
be available to our customers in time for
the annual Open Season, carriers must
work with OPM to conclude benefits
and rate negotiations by the established
time frames. The contracting officer will
evaluate this item based on the carrier’s
demonstrated record in providing its
rate reconciliation and benefits
information within the time frames
prescribed by and in the format required
by OPM.

(2) Customer Information. Enrollees
must have accurate information and
adequate time to make informed Open
Season choices in selecting a health
plan. In evaluating this item, the
contracting officer will consider the
carrier’s timeliness and accuracy of
information.

(3) Meeting Customer Service
Performance Standards. Compliance
with this item is essential so that OPM
can ensure that the carrier is providing
quality health care and other services to
enrollees. The contracting officer will
evaluate this item based on the carrier’s
submission of the Consumer
Assessment of Health Plans Study
(CAHPS) survey results and other
measures as required contractually
between OPM and the carrier. (This
element will be implemented beginning
with contract year 2000).

(4) Cooperation in Surveys. FEHB
enrollees rely on feedback from the
consumer assessment survey in
selecting a health plan. The contracting
officer will evaluate this item based on
the carrier’s record in cooperating with
OPM and/or its designated
representative in administering a
consumer assessment survey or
providing comparable survey results as
specified in the FEHB contract and OPM
guidance.

(5) Paperless Enrollment/Enroliment
Reconciliation—(i) Paperless
Enrollment. The requirement to
cooperate in the OPM designated system
for paperless enrollment is under the
section entitled “Enrollment
Instructions” in the FEHB Supplemental
Literature Guidelines in the FEHB
contract. The contracting officer will
evaluate this item based on the carrier’s
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ability to accept electronic data
transmission from the OPM designated
electronic enrollment system and issue
ID cards timely.

(ii) Enrollment Reconciliation. The
requirement for carriers to reconcile
their enrollment records on a quarterly
basis with those provided by Federal
Government agencies is in the Records
and Information to be Furnished by
OPM clause of the contract, as well as
5 CFR 890.110 and 5 CFR 890.308. The
contracting officer will evaluate this
item based on the carrier’s demonstrated
record of initiating reconciliation
procedures with applicable agency
payroll offices on a quarterly basis in
accordance with OPM guidance on
reconciling enrollments and resolving
enrollment discrepancies, as well as on
the carrier’s demonstrated record of
following disenrollment procedures in
accordance with 5 CFR 890.110 and
890.308.

(6) Reconsideration/Disputed Claims.
The requirement for carriers to
reconsider disputed health benefits
claims is in 5 CFR 890.105. An
incomplete explanation of denied
benefits by the carrier places a burden
on enrollees, causing them to seek
reconsideration because the carrier did
not fully explain its denial. Late carrier
responses to OPM’s requests for the
carrier’s reconsideration file delays
OPM’s response to enrollees. The
contracting officer will evaluate this
item based on whether the carrier
provided OPM a complete
reconciliation file within the time frame
specified.

(b) Critical Contract Compliance
Requirements. This performance
category will represent 30 percent of the
total computation and will be based on
the carrier’s compliance with the
following items:

(1) Timely Submissions. The reports
specified in the Statistics and Special
Studies and FEHB Quality Assurance
clauses of the contract and are essential
for tracking enrollment, finances, rates,
etc. In evaluating this item, the
contracting officer will consider the
carrier’s timely submission of the
contract, signed by the contracting
official, to OPM, and on its
demonstrated record in providing
timely and accurate reports as required.

(2) Notification of Changes in
Contract Administrators. OPM must be
able to reach the person responsible for
managing the carrier’s FEHB contract
without delay when an enrollee calls
OPM in need of urgent medical
treatment, an ID card, or other service.
Each carrier’s designated contact must
maintain telephone and electronic
communications with OPM so that

issues can be resolved quickly. The
contracting officer will evaluate this
item based on the carrier’s compliance
with the Notice clause and Contract
Administration Data sheet in the
contract, and will consider the carrier’s
record in notifying OPM promptly of
changes in its carrier representative or
contracting official, mailing or
electronic address, telephone or FAX
number.

(3) Notification of Changes in Name
or Ownership; or Transfer of Assets, and
Notification of Other Significant Events.
OPM must be able to assess the viability
of the carrier and its ability to provide
health care to enrollees so that they do
not experience difficulty obtaining
treatment and other services.
Additionally, with regard to notification
to OPM of other significant events, the
carrier must notify OPM of such events
as lawsuits, strikes, and natural
disasters so that OPM can assess the
carrier’s ability to pay claims and
provide services to enrollees. The
contracting officer will evaluate this
item based on the carrier’s compliance
with FEHBAR Subparts 1642.12,
Novation and Change-of-Name
Agreements, 1642.70, Management
Agreement (in Lieu of Novation
Agreement), and 1652.222-70,
including timely notification and
explanation of all significant events that
may have a material effect on the
carrier’s ability to perform the contract.

1609.7101-2 Community-rated carrier
performance factors.

OPM will apply the Customer Service
and Critical Contract Compliance
Requirements percentage factors
specified by the contracting officer
when a community-rated carrier does
not provide the information, payment,
or service, perform the function, or
otherwise meet its obligations as stated
in 1609.7101-1. The total premium will
be multiplied by the sum of all the
factors and the resulting amount will be
withheld from the carrier’s periodic
premium payments payable during the
first quarter of the following contract
period, unless an alternative payment
arrangement is made with the carrier’s
contracting officer.

The factors for each basic element are
set forth as follows:

COMMUNITY-RATED CARRIER
PERFORMANCE FACTORS

Performance
factor (to be
multiplied by
premium and
withheld from
carrier's pay-

Element

ments)

I. Customer Service (70% of

Total) coveveviee e, .007
1. Critical Contract Compli-

ance Requirements (30% of

Total) coeeeeiieieiee e .003
Maximum Aggregate Perform-

ance Factor .........cccccveenenes .01

PART 1632—CONTRACT FINANCING

3. In section 1632.170, paragraphs (a)
and (b)(1) are revised to read as follows:

1632.170 Recurring premium payments to
carriers.

(a)(1) Recurring payments to carriers
of community-rated plans. OPM will
pay to carriers of community-rated
plans the premium payments received
for the plan less the amounts credited to
the contingency and administrative
reserves, amounts assessed under
paragraph (a)(2) of this section, and
amounts due for other contractual
obligations. Premium payments will be
due and payable not later than 30 days
after receipt by the Federal Employees
Health Benefits (FEHB) Fund.

(2) The sum of the two performance
factors applicable under 1609.7101-2
will be multiplied by the carrier’s total
net-to-carrier premium dollars paid for
the preceding contract period. The
amount obtained after the total premium
is multiplied by the sum of the factors
will be withheld from the carrier’s
periodic premium payment payable
during the first quarter of the following
contract period unless an alternative
payment arrangement is made with the
carrier’s contracting officer. OPM will
deposit the withheld funds in the
carrier’s contingency reserve for the
plan. The aggregate amount withheld
annually for performance for any carrier
will not exceed one percent of premium
for any contract period.

(b)(1) Recurring payments to carriers
of experience-rated plans. OPM will
make payments on a letter of credit
(LOC) basis. Premium payments
received for the plan, less the amounts
credited to the contingency and
administrative reserves and amounts for
other obligations due under the
contract, will be made available for
carrier drawdown not later than 30 days
after receipt by the FEHB Fund.

* * * * *
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PART 1652—CONTRACT CLAUSES

4. In 1652.232-70 the clause date is
revised, and paragraphs (b), (c), and (d)
are redesignated as (c), (d), and (e)
respectively, paragraph (a) is revised,
and a new paragraph (b) is added to
read as follows:

1652.232-70 Payments—community-rated
contracts.
* * * * *

PAYMENTS (JAN 1999)

(a) OPM will pay to the Carrier, in full
settlement of its obligations under this
contract, subject to adjustment for error or
fraud, the subscription charges received for
the plan by the Employees Health Benefits
Fund (hereinafter called the Fund) less the
amounts set aside by OPM for the
Contingency Reserve and for the
administrative expenses of OPM, amounts
assessed under FEHBAR 1609.7101-2, and
amounts for obligations due pursuant to
paragraph (b) of this clause, plus any
payments made by OPM from the
Contingency Reserve.

(b) OPM will notify the Carrier of amounts
due for outstanding obligations under the
contract. Not later than 60 days after the date
of written notice from OPM, the Carrier shall
reimburse OPM. If payment is not received
within the prescribed time frame, OPM shall
withhold the amount due from the
subscription charges owed the Carrier under
paragraph (a) of this clause.

* * * * *

5. In 1652.232-71 the clause date is
revised, paragraphs (b), (c), and (d) are
redesignated as (c), (d), and (e)
respectively, paragraph (a) is revised,
and a new paragraph (b) is added to
read as follows:

1652.232-71 Payments—experience-rated
contracts.
* * * * *

PAYMENTS (JAN 1999)

(a) OPM will pay to the Carrier, in full
settlement of its obligations under this
contract, subject to adjustment for error or
fraud, the subscription charges received for
the Plan by the Employees Health Benefits
Fund (hereinafter called the Fund) less the
amounts set aside by OPM for the
Contingency Reserve and for the
administrative expenses of OPM and
amounts for obligations due pursuant to
paragraph (b) of this clause, plus any
payments made by OPM from the
Contingency Reserve.

(b) OPM wiill notify the Carrier of amounts
due for outstanding obligations under the
contract. Not later than 60 days after the date
of written notice from OPM, the Carrier shall
reimburse OPM. If payment is not received
within the prescribed time frame, OPM shall
withhold the amount due from the
subscription charges owed the Carrier under
paragraph (a) of this clause.

* * * * *

1652.244-70 [Amended]

6. In section 1652.244-70, in
paragraph (f), the FAR reference
*15.903(d)” is removed and the FAR
reference *“15.404-4(c)(4)(i)” is added in
its place.

7. The following clauses and Text
references in the FEHBP Clause Matrix
at 1652.3 are revised as follows: FAR
52.215-22 and FAR 15.804-8(a) are
revised to read 52.215-10 and 15.408(b)
respectively; 52.215-24 and 15.804—-8(c)
are revised to read 52.215-12 and
15.408(d) respectively; 52.215-27 and
15.804—-8(e) are revised to read 52.215—
15 and 15.408(g) respectively; 52.215—
30 and 15.904(a) are revised to read
52.215-16 and 15.408(h) respectively;
52.215-31 and 15.904(b) are revised to
read 52.215-17 and 15.408(i)
respectively; and 52.215-39 and
15.804-8(f) are revised to read 52.215—
18 and 15.408(j) respectively; FAR
52.215-70 is revised to read 1652.215—
70.

8. In Subpart 1652.3, FEHBP Clause
Matrix, clause number 52.222-36 is
revised to read Affirmative Action for
Workers with Disabilities.

[FR Doc. 98-27343 Filed10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6325-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 285
[1.D. 100798C]

Atlantic Tuna Fisheries; Atlantic
Bluefin Tuna General Category

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Reopening of New York Bight
fishery.

SUMMARY: NMFS has determined that
the Atlantic Bluefin Tuna (BFT) General
category New York Bight set-aside has
not been reached. Therefore, NMFS
reopens the BFT General category New
York Bight fishery. This action is being
taken to provide for General category
fishing opportunities in the New York
Bight area only and to ensure additional
collection of biological assessment and
monitoring data.

DATES: Effective October 9, 1998, 1 a.m.
local time until December 31, 1998, or
until the date that the set-aside quota is
determined to have been taken, which
will be published in the Federal
Register.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sarah McLaughlin, 301-713-2347, or
Pat Scida, 978-281-9260.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Regulations implemented under the
authority of the Atlantic Tunas
Convention Act (16 U.S.C. 971 et seq.)
governing the harvest of BFT by persons
and vessels subject to U.S. jurisdiction
are found at 50 CFR part 285.
Implementing regulations at 50 CFR
285.22 subdivide the U.S. quota
recommended by the International
Commission for the Conservation of
Atlantic Tunas among the various
domestic fishing categories.

Section 285.22(a)(3) was amended on
May 21, 1998 (63 FR 27862), to permit
implementation of the set-aside for the
traditional fall New York Bight fishery
when the coast-wide General category
fishery has been closed in any quota
period. The New York Bight set-aside
area is defined as the waters south and
west of a straight line originating at a
point on the southern shore of Long
Island at 72°27’ W. long. (Shinnecock
Inlet) and running SSE 150° true, and
north of 38°47’ N. lat. (Delaware Bay).
The regulatory amendment allowed
NMFS more flexibility in making the
guota of 10 mt set aside for this area
available to coincide with the presence
of BFT in the Mud Hole area. During the
previous opening of the New York Bight
fishery, effective September 16-30, no
landings of large medium or giant BFT
were reported. Therefore, all 10 mt of
the set-aside remain. NMFS closed the
coastwide General category fishery for
October through December effective
October 5, 1998 (63 FR 54078, October
8, 1998).

The New York Bight fishery will
reopen effective Friday, October 9, 1998,
1 a.m. local time until December 31,
1998, or until the date that the set-aside
guota is determined to have been taken,
which will be published in the Federal
Register. Upon the effective date of the
New York Bight reopening, persons
aboard vessels permitted in the General
category may fish for, retain, possess, or
land large medium and giant BFT only
in the New York Bight set-aside area
specified here, until the set-aside quota
for that area has been harvested. BFT
harvested from waters outside the
defined set-aside area may not be
brought into the set-aside area. Vessels
permitted in the Charter/Headboat
category, when fishing for large medium
and giant BFT, are subject to the same
rules as General category vessels when
the General category is open.

The announcement of the closure date
of the New York Bight fishery will be
filed with the Office of the Federal
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Register and further communicated
through the Highly Migratory Species
(HMS) Fax Network, the HMS
Information Line, NOAA weather radio,
and Coast Guard Notice to Mariners.
Although notification of the closure will
be provided as far in advance as
possible, fishermen are encouraged to
call the HMS Information Line to check
the status of the fishery before leaving
for a fishing trip. The phone numbers
for the HMS Information Line are (301)
713-1279 and (978) 281-9305.
Information regarding the Atlantic tuna
fisheries is also available toll free
through NextLink Interactive, Inc., at
(888) USA-TUNA.

Classification

This action is taken under 50 CFR
285.22 and is exempt from review under
E.O. 12866.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 971 et seq.

Dated: October 8, 1998.
Bruce C. Morehead,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27577 Filed 10-8-98; 3:53 pm]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-F

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 679

[Docket No. 971208297-8054-02; 1.D.
100898B]

Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod in the
Central Regulatory Area of the Gulf of
Alaska

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Closure.

SUMMARY: NMFS is prohibiting directed
fishing for Pacific cod by vessels
catching Pacific cod for processing by
the offshore component in the Central
Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska
(GOA). This action is necessary to
prevent exceeding the 1998 total
allowable catch (TAC) of Pacific cod
allocated to vessels catching Pacific cod
for processing by the offshore
component in this area.

DATES: Effective 1200 hrs, Alaska local
time (A.lL.t.), October 9, 1998, until 2400
hrs, A.lL.t., December 31, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Andrew Smoker, 907-486-6919.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
groundfish fishery in the GOA exclusive
economic zone is managed by NMFS
according to the Fishery Management
Plan for Groundfish of the Gulf of
Alaska (FMP) prepared by the North
Pacific Fishery Management Council
under authority of the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act. Fishing by U.S.
vessels is governed by regulations
implementing the FMP at subpart H of
50 CFR part 600 and 50 CFR part 679.

The 1998 TAC of Pacific cod allocated
to vessels catching Pacific cod for
processing by the offshore component in
the Central Regulatory Area was
established as 3,337 metric tons by the
Final 1998 Harvest Specifications of
Groundfish for the GOA (63 FR 12027,
March 12, 1998). See § 679.20(c)(3)(iii).

In accordance with §679.20(d)(1)(i),
the Administrator, Alaska Region,
NMFS (Regional Administrator), has
determined that the 1998 TAC of Pacific
cod allocated to vessels catching Pacific
cod for processing by the offshore
component in the Central Regulatory
Area of the GOA will be reached.
Therefore, the Regional Administrator is
establishing a directed fishing
allowance of 2,000 mt, and is setting
aside the remaining 1,337 mt as bycatch
to support other anticipated groundfish
fisheries. In accordance with
§679.20(d)(1)(iii), the Regional
Administrator finds that this directed
fishing allowance will soon be reached.
Consequently, NMFS is prohibiting
directed fishing for Pacific cod by
vessels catching Pacific cod for
processing by the offshore component in
the Central Regulatory Area of the GOA.

Maximum retainable bycatch amounts
may be found in the regulations at
§679.20(e) and (f).

Classification

This action responds to the best
available information recently obtained
from the fishery. It must be
implemented immediately to prevent
overharvesting the 1998 TAC of Pacific
cod allocated to vessels catching Pacific
cod for processing by the offshore
component in the Central Regulatory
Area of the GOA. A delay in the
effective date is impracticable and
contrary to public interest, and further
delay would only result in overharvest.
NMPFS finds for good cause that the
implementation of this action should
not be delayed for 30 days. Accordingly,
under 5 U.S.C. 553(d), a delay in the
effective date is hereby waived.

This action is required by §679.20
and is exempt from review under E.O.
12866.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.

Dated: October 8, 1998.

Bruce C. Morehead,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27669 Filed 10-9-98; 2:34 pm]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-F

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 679

[Docket No. 971208297-8054-02; 1.D.
100898C]

Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod in the
Central Regulatory Area of the Gulf of
Alaska

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Closure.

SUMMARY: NMFS is prohibiting directed
fishing for Pacific cod by vessels
catching Pacific cod for processing by
the inshore component in the Central
Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska
(GOA). This action is necessary to
prevent exceeding the 1998 total
allowable catch (TAC) of Pacific cod
allocated to vessels catching Pacific cod
for processing by the inshore
component in this area.

DATES: Effective 1200 hrs, Alaska local
time (A.lL.t.), October 9, 1998, until 2400
hrs, A.l.t., December 31, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Andrew Smoker, 907-586-7228.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: NMFS
manages the groundfish fishery in the
GOA exclusive economic zone
according to the Fishery Management
Plan for Groundfish of the Gulf of
Alaska (FMP) prepared by the North
Pacific Fishery Management Council
under authority of the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act. Regulations governing
fishing by U.S. vessels in accordance
with the FMP appear at subpart H of 50
CFR part 600 and 50 CFR part 679.

The 1998 TAC of Pacific cod allocated
to vessels catching Pacific cod for
processing by the inshore component in
the Central Regulatory Area was
established as 30,037 metric tons (mt)
by the Final 1998 Harvest Specifications
of Groundfish for the GOA (63 FR
12027, March 12, 1998). See
§679.20(c)(3). On April 16, 1998 (63 FR
18848) it was increased by an
apportionment of reserves to 37,548 mt.
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The fishery for Pacific cod by vessels
catching Pacific cod for processing by
the inshore component in the Central
Regulatory Area of the GOA was closed
to directed fishing under
§679.20(d)(1)(iii) on March 10, 1998,
(63 FR 12416 March 13, 1998) and
opened to directed fishing on October 5,
1998 (63 FR 52986) in order to fully
utilize the TAC.

The Regional Administrator has
establishing a directed fishing
allowance of 37,448 mt, and is setting
aside the remaining 100 mt as bycatch
to support other anticipated groundfish
fisheries. In accordance with
§679.20(d)(1)(iii), the Regional
Administrator finds that this directed
fishing allowance will soon be reached.
Consequently, NMFS is prohibiting
directed fishing for Pacific cod by
vessels catching Pacific cod for
processing by the inshore component in
the Central Regulatory Area of the GOA.

Maximum retainable bycatch amounts
may be found in the regulations at
§679.20(e) and (f).

Classification

This action responds to the best
available information recently obtained
from the fishery. It must be
implemented immediately to prevent
overharvesting the 1998 TAC of Pacific
cod allocated to vessels catching Pacific
cod for processing by the inshore
component in the Central Regulatory
Area of the GOA. A delay in the
effective date is impracticable and
contrary to the public interest, and
further delay would only result in
overharvest. NMFS finds for good cause
that the implementation of this action
should not be delayed for 30 days.
Accordingly, under 5 U.S.C. 553(d), a
delay in the effective date is hereby
waived.

This action is required by §679.20
and is exempt from review under E.O.
12866.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.

Dated: October 8, 1998.
Bruce C. Morehead,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27668 Filed 10-9-98; 2:34 pm]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-F

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 679

[Docket No. 971208297-8054-02; 1.D.
100998B]

Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Pacific Cod in the
Western Regulatory Area of the Gulf of
Alaska

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Closure.

SUMMARY: NMFS is prohibiting directed
fishing for Pacific cod by vessels
catching Pacific cod for processing by
the inshore component in the Western
Regulatory Area of the Gulf of Alaska
(GOA). This action is necessary to
prevent exceeding the 1998 total
allowable catch (TAC) of Pacific cod
allocated to vessels catching Pacific cod
for processing by the inshore
component in this area.

DATES: Effective 1200 hrs, Alaska local
time (A.lL.t.), October 11, 1998, until
2400 hrs, A.l.t., December 31, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Andrew Smoker, 907-586—-7228.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: NMFS
manages the groundfish fishery in the
GOA exclusive economic zone
according to the Fishery Management
Plan for Groundfish of the Gulf of
Alaska (FMP) prepared by the North
Pacific Fishery Management Council
under authority of the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act. Regulations governing
fishing by U.S. vessels in accordance
with the FMP appear at subpart H of 50
CFR part 600 and 50 CFR part 679.

The 1998 TAC of Pacific cod allocated
to vessels catching Pacific cod for
processing by the inshore component in
the Western Regulatory Area was
established as 16,682 metric tons (mt)
by the Final 1998 Harvest Specifications
of Groundfish for the GOA (63 FR
12027, March 12, 1998). See
§679.20(c)(3). On April 16, 1998 (63 FR
18848) it was increased by an
apportionment of reserves to 20,853 mt.

The fishery for Pacific cod by vessels
catching Pacific cod for processing by
the inshore component in the Western
Regulatory Area of the GOA was closed
to directed fishing under
§679.20(d)(1)(iii) on March 3, 1998, (63
FR 11160, March 6, 1998) and opened
to directed fishing on October 5, 1998,

(63 FR 52985) in order to fully utilize
the TAC.

The Regional Administrator has
establishing a directed fishing
allowance of 20,753 mt, and is setting
aside the remaining 100 mt as bycatch
to support other anticipated groundfish
fisheries. In accordance with
§679.20(d)(1)(iii), the Regional
Administrator finds that this directed
fishing allowance will soon be reached.
Consequently, NMFS is prohibiting
directed fishing for Pacific cod by
vessels catching Pacific cod for
processing by the inshore component in
the Western Regulatory Area of the
GOA.

Maximum retainable bycatch amounts
may be found in the regulations at
§679.20(e) and (f).

Classification

This action responds to the best
available information recently obtained
from the fishery. It must be
implemented immediately to prevent
overharvesting the 1998 TAC of Pacific
cod allocated to vessels catching Pacific
cod for processing by the inshore
component in the Western Regulatory
Area of the GOA. A delay in the
effective date is impracticable and
contrary to the public interest, and
further delay would only result in
overharvest. NMFS finds for good cause
that the implementation of this action
should not be delayed for 30 days.
Accordingly, under 5 U.S.C. 553(d), a
delay in the effective date is hereby
waived.

This action is required by §679.20
and is exempt from review under E.O.
12866.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
Dated: October 9, 1998.
Richard W. Surdi,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27736 Filed 10-9-98; 4:44 pm]
BILLING CODE 3510-22—F

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 679

[Docket No. 971208297-8054-02, I.D.
100998A]

Fisheries of the Economic Exclusive
Zone Off Alaska; Trawl Gear in the Gulf
of Alaska

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.
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ACTION: Closure.

SUMMARY: NMFS is closing directed
fishing for groundfish by vessels using
trawl gear in the Gulf of Alaska (GOA),
except for directed fishing for pollock
by vessels using pelagic trawl gear in
those portions of the GOA open to
directed fishing for pollock. This action
is necessary because the 1998 Pacific
halibut prohibited species catch (PSC)
limit for trawl gear in the GOA has been
caught.

DATES: Effective 1200 hrs, Alaska local
time (A.lL.t.), October 9, 1998, until 1200
hrs, A.L.t., December 31, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Furuness, 907-586—7228.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: NMFS
manages the groundfish fishery in the
GOA exclusive economic zone
according to the Fishery Management
Plan for Groundfish of the Gulf of
Alaska (FMP) prepared by the North
Pacific Fishery Management Council
under authority of the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act. Regulations governing
fishing by U.S. vessels in accordance
with the FMP appear at subpart H of 50
CFR part 600 and 50 CFR part 679.

The Final 1998 Harvest Specifications
of Groundfish for the GOA (63 FR
12027, March 12, 1998) established the
1998 Pacific halibut PSC limit for
vessels using trawl gear at 2,000 metric
tons (mt). The Acting Administrator,
Alaska Region, has determined, in
accordance with §679.21(d)(7)(i), that
vessels engaged in directed fishing for
groundfish with trawl gear in the GOA
have caught the 1998 Pacific halibut
PSC limit. Therefore, NMFS is closing
the directed fishery for groundfish by
vessels using trawl gear in the GOA,
except for directed fishing for pollock
by vessels using pelagic trawl gear in
those portions of the GOA that remain
open to directed fishing for pollock.

Maximum retainable bycatch amounts
may be found in the regulations at
§679.20(e) and (f).

Classification

This action responds to the best
available information recently obtained
from the fishery. It must be
implemented immediately to prevent
exceeding the 1998 trawl Pacific halibut
PSC limit. Providing prior notice and an
opportunity for public comment on this
action is impracticable and contrary to

the public interest. The fleet has caught
the 1998 trawl Pacific halibut PSC limit
in the GOA. Further delay would only
result in the 1998 trawl Pacific halibut
PSC limit being exceeded and disrupt
the FMP’s objective of limiting trawl
Pacific halibut mortality. NMFS finds
for good cause that the implementation
of this action cannot be delayed for 30
days. Accordingly, under U.S.C. 553(d),
a delay in the effective date is hereby
waived.

This action is required by 50 CFR
679.21 and is exempt from review under
E.O. 12866.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
Dated: October 9, 1998.
Richard W. Surdi,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27735 Filed 10-9-98; 4:44 pm]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-F

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 679

[Docket No. 971208297-8054-02; 1.D.
100998C]

Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Pollock in Statistical
Area 620 of the Gulf of Alaska

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Closure.

SUMMARY: NMFS is prohibiting directed
fishing for pollock in Statistical Area
620 of the Gulf of Alaska (GOA). This
action is necessary to prevent exceeding
the 1998 total allowable catch (TAC) of
pollock in this area.

DATES: Effective 1200 hrs, Alaska local
time (A.L.t.), October 12, 1998, until
2400 hrs, A.l.t., December 31, 1998.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas Pearson, 907—486-6919.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: NMFS
manages the groundfish fishery in the
GOA exclusive economic zone
according to the Fishery Management
Plan for Groundfish of the Gulf of
Alaska (FMP) prepared by the North
Pacific Fishery Management Council

under authority of the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act. Regulations governing
fishing by U.S. vessels in accordance
with the FMP appear at subpart H of 50
CFR part 600 and 50 CFR part 679.

In accordance with § 679.20(c)(3)(ii),
the Final 1998 Harvest Specifications of
Groundfish for the GOA (63 FR 12027,
March 12, 1998) established the amount
of the 1998 TAC of pollock in Statistical
Area 620 of the GOA as 50,045 metric
tons (mt).

In accordance with § 679.20(d)(1)(i),
the Administrator, Alaska Region,
NMFS (Regional Administrator), has
determined that the 1998 TAC for
pollock will be reached. Therefore, the
Regional Administrator is establishing a
directed fishing allowance of 49,845 mt,
and is setting aside the remaining 200
mt as bycatch to support other
anticipated groundfish fisheries. In
accordance with §679.20(d)(1)(iii), the
Regional Administrator finds that this
directed fishing allowance has been
reached. Consequently, NMFS is
prohibiting directed fishing for pollock
in Statistical Area 620 of the GOA.

Maximum retainable bycatch amounts
may be found in the regulations at
§679.20(e) and (f).

Classification

This action responds to the best
available information recently obtained
from the fishery. It must be
implemented immediately to prevent
overharvesting the 1998 TAC of pollock
for Statistical Area 620 of the GOA. A
delay in the effective date is
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest. Further delay would only result
in overharvest. NMFS finds for good
cause that the implementation of this
action should not be delayed for 30
days. Accordingly, under 5 U.S.C.
553(d), a delay in the effective date is
hereby waived.

This action is required by 50 CFR

679.20 and is exempt from review under
E.O. 12866.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
Dated: October 9, 1998.
Richard W. Surdi,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27734 Filed 10-9-98; 4:44 pm]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-F
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This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER
contains notices to the public of the proposed
issuance of rules and regulations. The
purpose of these notices is to give interested
persons an opportunity to participate in the
rule making prior to the adoption of the final
rules.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 98—-NM-258-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Boeing
Model 737-600, —700, and —800 Series
Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to
certain Boeing Model 737-600, —700,
and —800 series airplanes. This proposal
would require repetitive inspections to
detect damage of the aft strut insulation
blanket. This proposal also would
require eventual replacement of the
insulation blankets with new, improved
blankets, which would constitute
terminating action for the requirements
of this AD. This proposal is prompted
by reports of damaged aft strut
insulation blankets. The actions
specified by the proposed AD are
intended to prevent such damage,
which could result in exposure of the
lower surface of the strut to extreme
high temperatures, consequent creation
of a source of fuel ignition, and
increased risk of a fuel tank explosion
and fire.

DATES: Comments must be received by
November 30, 1998.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM-114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 98—NM—
258—-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055-4056.
Comments may be inspected at this
location between 9:00 a.m. and 3:00
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Boeing Commercial Airplane Group,
P.O. Box 3707, Seattle, Washington
98124-2207. This information may be
examined at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bernie Gonzalez, Aerospace Engineer,
Propulsion Branch, ANM-140S, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055-4056; telephone (425) 227-2682;
fax (425) 227-1181.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications shall
identify the Rules Docket number and
be submitted in triplicate to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments, specified above, will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this notice may be changed in light
of the comments received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this notice
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: ‘““Comments to
Docket Number 98—-NM—-258-AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
ANM-114, Attention: Rules Docket No.
98-NM-258-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue,
SW., Renton, Washington 98055—-4056.

Discussion

The FAA has received reports
indicating that during an evaluation of
the aft strut insulation blankets that
were installed on three Boeing Model
737 series flight test airplanes, cracks
were found in the face sheets of the
insulation blankets. Inspections on five
in-service airplanes revealed two
additional airplanes with such cracked
insulation blankets. At the time these
damaged insulation blankets were
detected, the two in-service airplanes
had accumulated 730 flight hours and
946 flight hours, respectively. Damage
of these insulation blankets, which are
located between the engine exhaust
nozzle and the underside of the aft
compartment of the engine strut, could
cause the temperature on the bottom of
that compartment to exceed normal
limits during engine operation. That
compartment is located immediately
below the wing fuel tank and contains
hydraulic lines and components where
fuel leaks may occur. Such damage, if
not corrected, could result in exposure
of the lower surface of the strut to
extreme high temperatures, consequent
creation of a source of fuel ignition, and
increased risk of a fuel tank explosion
and fire.

Explanation of Relevant Service
Information

The FAA has reviewed and approved
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 737—
54A1038, dated May 7, 1998, as revised
by Notice of Status Change 737—
54A1038 NSC 01, dated June 18, 1998,
which describes procedures for
repetitive visual and borescope
inspections to detect cracks in and/or
separation of the face sheet of the aft
strut insulation blanket. The alert
service bulletin also describes
procedures for replacement of the aft
strut insulation blanket with a new,
improved blanket, which would
eliminate the need for the repetitive
inspections. Accomplishment of the
actions specified in the alert service
bulletin is intended to adequately
address the identified unsafe condition.

Explanation of Requirements of
Proposed Rule

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other products of this same
type design, the proposed AD would
require accomplishment of the actions



55344

Federal Register/Vol. 63, No. 199/ Thursday, October 15, 1998/Proposed Rules

specified in the alert service bulletin
described previously, except as
discussed below.

Differences Between Proposed Rule and
Alert Service Bulletin

Operators should note that this AD
proposes to mandate, within 18 months,
the replacement of the aft strut
insulation blankets that is described in
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 737—
54A1038, as revised by Notice of Status
Change 737-54A1038 NSC 01, as
terminating action for the repetitive
inspections.

The FAA has determined that long-
term continued operational safety will
be better assured by design changes to
remove the source of the problem, rather
than by repetitive inspections. Long-
term inspections may not be providing
the degree of safety assurance necessary
for the transport airplane fleet. This,
coupled with a better understanding of
the human factors associated with
numerous continual inspections, has led
the FAA to consider placing less
emphasis on inspections and more
emphasis on design improvements. The
proposed replacement requirement is in
consonance with these conditions.

Cost Impact

There are approximately 33 airplanes
of the affected design in the worldwide
fleet. The FAA estimates that 26
airplanes of U.S. registry would be
affected by this proposed AD.

It would take approximately 1 work
hour per airplane to accomplish the
proposed inspection, at an average labor
rate of $60 per work hour. Based on
these figures, the cost impact of the
inspection proposed by this AD on U.S.
operators is estimated to be $1,560, or
$60 per airplane, per inspection cycle.

It would take approximately 1 work
hour per airplane to accomplish the
proposed replacement, at an average
labor rate of $60 per work hour.
Required parts would be provided by
the manufacturer at no cost to the
operators. Based on these figures, the
cost impact of the replacement proposed
by this AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $1,560, or $60 per
airplane.

The cost impact figures discussed
above are based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the proposed requirements of this AD
action, and that no operator would
accomplish those actions in the future if
this AD were not adopted.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations proposed herein
would not have substantial direct effects
on the States, on the relationship

between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
in accordance with Executive Order
12612, it is determined that this
proposal would not have sufficient
federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, |
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule”” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

Boeing: Docket 98—NM—-258-AD.
Applicability: Model 737-600, —700, and
—800 series airplanes, line numbers 1 through

64 inclusive, certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (d) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not

been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent damage of the aft strut
insulation blankets, which could result in
exposure of the lower surface of the strut to
extreme high temperatures, consequent
creation of a source of fuel ignition, and
increased risk of a fuel tank explosion and
fire, accomplish the following:

(a) Within 500 flight hours since date of
manufacture of the airplane, or within 30
days after the effective date of this AD,
whichever occurs later, perform a visual or
borescope inspection to detect damage
(cracks greater than 2.00 inches and/or
separation of the face sheet) of the aft strut
insulation blanket, part number (P/N)
S315A213-42, in accordance with Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 737-54A1038, dated
May 7, 1998, as revised by Notice of Status
Change 737-54A1038 NSC 01, dated June 18,
1998. Thereafter, repeat the visual or
borescope inspection at intervals not to
exceed 250 flight hours.

(b) If damage (cracks greater than 2.00
inches and/or separation of the face sheet) of
any aft strut insulation blanket is detected
during any inspection required by paragraph
(a) of this AD, prior to further flight,
accomplish either paragraph (b)(1) or (b)(2) of
this AD.

(1) Replace any damaged insulation
blanket having P/N S315A213-42 with a new
insulation blanket having P/N S315A213-42,
in accordance with Boeing Alert Service
Bulletin 737-54A1038, dated May 7, 1998, as
revised by Notice of Status Change 737—
54A1038 NSC 01, dated June 18, 1998.
Thereafter, repeat the visual or borescope
inspection required by paragraph (a) of this
AD at intervals not to exceed 250 flight
hours. Or

(2) Replace any damaged insulation
blanket having P/N S315A213-42 with a
new, improved insulation blanket having P/
N S315A213-47, in accordance with Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin 737-54A1038, dated
May 7, 1998, as revised by Notice of Status
Change 737-54A1038 NSC 01, dated June 18,
1998. Accomplishment of this replacement
constitutes terminating action for the
repetitive inspection requirements of this
AD.

(c) Within 18 months after the effective
date of this AD, replace any aft strut
insulation blanket having P/N S315A213-42
with a new, improved insulation blanket
having P/N S315A213-47, in accordance
with Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 737—
54A1038, dated May 7, 1998, as revised by
Notice of Status Change 737-54A1038 NSC
01, dated June 18, 1998. Accomplishment of
this replacement constitutes terminating
action for the requirements of this AD.

(d) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, Seattle
Aircraft Certification Office (ACO), FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, Seattle ACO.
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Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the Seattle ACO.

(e) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on October
5, 1998.

Darrell M. Pederson,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27603 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 98-NM—250—AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Fokker
Model F.28 Mark 0100 Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to
certain Fokker Model F.28 Mark 0100
series airplanes. This proposal would
require modification of the aft cabin
sidewall area to improve decompression
venting. For certain airplanes, this
proposal also would require
modification of the aft wardrobe/
stowage area door and installation of
decompression panels to improve
decompression venting. This proposal is
prompted by issuance of mandatory
continuing airworthiness information by
a foreign civil airworthiness authority.
The actions specified by the proposed
AD are intended to prevent damage to
the cabin floor in the event of sudden
decompression in the cargo
compartment, which could result in
injury to passengers, reduced structural
integrity of the airplane, and the loss of
airplane systems.

DATES: Comments must be received by
November 16, 1998.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM-114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 98—NM—
250-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055-4056.
Comments may be inspected at this

location between 9:00 a.m. and 3:00
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Fokker Services B.V., Technical Support
Department, P.O. Box 75047, 1117 ZN
Schiphol Airport, the Netherlands. This
information may be examined at the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
1601 Lind Avenue, SW., Renton,
Washington.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman B. Martenson, Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055-4056; telephone (425) 227-2110;
fax (425) 227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications shall
identify the Rules Docket number and
be submitted in triplicate to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments, specified above, will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this notice may be changed in light
of the comments received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this notice
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: ““Comments to
Docket Number 98—-NM-250-AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
ANM-114, Attention: Rules Docket No.
98-NM-250-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue,
SW., Renton, Washington 98055—-4056.

Discussion

The Rijksluchtvaartdienst (RLD),
which is the airworthiness authority for

the Netherlands, notified the FAA that
an unsafe condition may exist on certain
Fokker Model F.28 Mark 0100 series
airplanes. The RLD advises that the
decompression venting provisions in
the aft cabin sidewall area and in the aft
wardrobe/stowage area are inadequate
in reducing the pressure differential
between the passenger and cargo
compartments in the event of a sudden
decompression of the cargo
compartment. Such inadequate
reduction in the pressure differential
could result in damage to the cabin
floor. This condition, if not corrected,
could result in injury to passengers,
reduced structural integrity of the
airplane, and loss of airplane systems.

Explanation of Relevant Service
Information

Fokker has issued Service Bulletin
SBF100-25-082, Revision 1, dated May
7, 1998, which describes procedures for
modification of the aft cabin sidewall
area to improve decompression venting.
For airplanes equipped with an aft
service/emergency door, Fokker also has
issued Service Bulletin SBF100-25-083,
dated April 30, 1998, which describes
procedures for modification of the aft
wardrobe/stowage area door and
installation of decompression panels to
improve decompression venting.

Accomplishment of the actions
specified in these service bulletins is
intended to adequately address the
identified unsafe condition. The RLD
classified these service bulletins as
mandatory and issued Dutch
airworthiness directive BLA 1998-065
(A), dated May 29, 1998, in order to
assure the continued airworthiness of
these airplanes in the Netherlands.

FAA'’s Conclusions

This airplane model is manufactured
in the Netherlands and is type
certificated for operation in the United
States under the provisions of section
21.29 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 21.29) and the
applicable bilateral airworthiness
agreement. Pursuant to this bilateral
airworthiness agreement, the RLD has
kept the FAA informed of the situation
described above. The FAA has
examined the findings of the RLD,
reviewed all available information, and
determined that AD action is necessary
for products of this type design that are
certificated for operation in the United
States.

Explanation of Requirements of
Proposed Rule

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other airplanes of the same
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type design registered in the United
States, the proposed AD would require
accomplishment of the actions specified
in the service bulletins described
previously.

Cost Impact

The FAA estimates that 127 airplanes
of U.S. registry would be affected by this
proposed AD.

For all airplanes, it would take
approximately 12 work hours per
airplane to accomplish the proposed
modification of the aft cabin sidewall
area, at an average labor rate of $60 per
work hour. Required parts would cost
approximately $3,450 per airplane.
Based on these figures, the cost impact
of the proposed AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $529,590, or $4,170 per
airplane.

For airplanes equipped with an aft
service/emergency door (70 airplanes),
it would take approximately 6 work
hours per airplane to accomplish the
modification of the aft wardrobe/
stowage area door and installation of
decompression panels, at an average
labor rate of $60 per work hour.
Required parts would cost
approximately $9,000 per airplane.
Based on these figures, the cost impact
of the proposed AD on U.S. operators is
estimated to be $655,200, or $9,360 per
airplane.

The cost impact figures discussed
above are based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the proposed requirements of this AD
action, and that no operator would
accomplish those actions in the future if
this AD were not adopted.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations proposed herein
would not have substantial direct effects
on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
in accordance with Executive Order
12612, it is determined that this
proposal would not have sufficient
federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, |
certify that this proposed regulation: (1)
Is not a “‘significant regulatory action™
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “‘significant rule”” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this

action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

Fokker Services B.V.: Docket 98—NM-250—
AD.

Applicability: Model F.28 Mark 0100 series
airplanes, serial numbers 11244 through
11504 inclusive, 11506, 11507, 11509, 11512
through 11515 inclusive, 11517, 11519,
11520, 11522, 11523, and 11527; certificated
in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (c) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent damage to the cabin floor in the
event of sudden decompression in the cargo
compartment, which could result in injury to
passengers, reduced structural integrity of the
airplane, and the loss of airplane systems,
accomplish the following:

(a) For airplanes listed in Fokker Service
Bulletin SBF100-25-082, Revision 1, dated
May 7, 1998: Within 26 months after the
effective date of this AD, modify the aft cabin
sidewall area to improve decompression
venting in accordance with Fokker Service
Bulletin SBF100-25-082, Revision 1, dated
May 7, 1998.

(b) For airplanes listed in Fokker Service
Bulletin SBF100-25-083, dated April 30,
1998: Within 26 months after the effective

date of this AD, modify the aft wardrobe/
stowage area door and install decompression
panels to improve decompression venting in
accordance with Fokker Service Bulletin
SBF100-25-083, dated April 30, 1998.

(c) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, International Branch,
ANM-116.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the International Branch,
ANM-116.

(d) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Note 3: The subject of this AD is addressed
in Dutch airworthiness directive BLA 1998—
065 (A), dated May 29, 1998.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on October
5, 1998.

Darrell M. Pederson,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27602 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 98—-NM—-239-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Saab Model
SAAB 2000 Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to
certain Saab Model SAAB 2000 series
airplanes. This proposal would require
replacement of the end-pieces of the
expansion chamber attenuator (ECA) for
the standby pump of the Number 2
hydraulic system with new, improved
end-pieces. This proposal is prompted
by issuance of mandatory continuing
airworthiness information by a foreign
civil airworthiness authority. The
actions specified by the proposed AD
are intended to prevent leakage of
hydraulic fluid from the Number 2
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hydraulic system due to failure of the
end-pieces of the ECA, which could
result in loss of nose wheel steering,
flap operation, normal landing gear
operation, and reduced redundancy in
the brake and flight controls systems.
DATES: Comments must be received by
November 16, 1998.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM-114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 98—NM—
239-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055-4056.
Comments may be inspected at this
location between 9:00 a.m. and 3:00
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Saab Aircraft AB, SAAB Aircraft
Product Support, S-581.88, Linkdping,
Sweden. This information may be
examined at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman B. Martenson, Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055-4056; telephone (425) 227-2110;
fax (425) 227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications shall
identify the Rules Docket number and
be submitted in triplicate to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments, specified above, will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this notice may be changed in light
of the comments received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this notice
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following

statement is made: ‘““‘Comments to
Docket Number 98—-NM-239-AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
ANM-114, Attention: Rules Docket No.
98-NM-239-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue,
SW., Renton, Washington 98055—4056.

Discussion

The Luftfartsverket (LFV), which is
the airworthiness authority for Sweden,
notified the FAA that an unsafe
condition may exist on certain Saab
Model SAAB 2000 series airplanes. The
LFV advises that it has received reports
of excessive leakage of hydraulic fluid
from the Number 2 hydraulic system.
The cause of such leakage has been
attributed to failure of the aluminum
end-pieces on the expansion chamber
attenuator (ECA) of the standby pump
for the Number 2 hydraulic system. This
condition, if not corrected, could result
in loss of nose wheel steering, flap
operation, normal landing gear
operation, and reduced redundancy in
the brake and flight controls systems.

Explanation of Relevant Service
Information

Saab has issued Service Bulletin
2000-29-016, dated April 17, 1998,
which describes procedures for
replacement of the two end-pieces of the
ECA for the standby pump for the
Number 2 hydraulic system with new,
improved end-pieces constructed of
steel. Accomplishment of the actions
specified in the service bulletin is
intended to adequately address the
identified unsafe condition. The LFV
classified this service bulletin as
mandatory and issued Swedish
airworthiness directive (SAD) 1-126,
dated April 20, 1998, in order to assure
the continued airworthiness of these
airplanes in Sweden.

FAA’s Conclusions

This airplane model is manufactured
in Sweden and is type certificated for
operation in the United States under the
provisions of § 21.29 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.29)
and the applicable bilateral
airworthiness agreement. Pursuant to
this bilateral airworthiness agreement,
the LFV has kept the FAA informed of
the situation described above. The FAA
has examined the findings of the LFV,
reviewed all available information, and
determined that AD action is necessary
for products of this type design that are

certificated for operation in the United
States.

Explanation of Requirements of
Proposed Rule

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other airplanes of the same
type design registered in the United
States, the proposed AD would require
accomplishment of the action specified
in the service bulletin described
previously, except as discussed below.

Differences Between Proposed Rule and
Service Information

Operators should note that the
referenced service bulletin recommends
incorporation of Saab Modification 6096
(reference Saab Service Bulletin 2000—
29-015) at the time of accomplishment
of the actions described in Saab Service
Bulletin 2000—29-016. Saab
Modification 6096 is similar to Saab
Modification 6132 (reference Saab
Service Bulletin 2000-29-016), in that it
addresses modification of the end-
pieces of the expansion chamber
attenuator (ECA) of the Number 3
hydraulic system. However, this
proposed AD would not require
incorporation of Modification 6096
since modification of the Number 2
hydraulic system adequately addresses
the unsafe condition.

Cost Impact

The FAA estimates that 3 airplanes of
U.S. registry would be affected by this
proposed AD, that it would take
approximately 3 work hours per
airplane to accomplish the proposed
replacement, and that the average labor
rate is $60 per work hour. Required
parts would cost approximately $820
per airplane. Based on these figures, the
cost impact of the proposed AD on U.S.
operators is estimated to be $3,000, or
$1,000 per airplane.

The cost impact figure discussed
above is based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the proposed requirements of this AD
action, and that no operator would
accomplish those actions in the future if
this AD were not adopted.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations proposed herein
would not have substantial direct effects
on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
in accordance with Executive Order
12612, it is determined that this
proposal would not have sufficient
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federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, |
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a ““significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “‘significant rule”” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:
Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

Saab Aircraft AB: Docket 98—-NM—-239-AD.

Applicability: Model SAAB 2000 series
airplanes, serial numbers —004 through —099
inclusive; certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (c) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent leakage of hydraulic fluid from
the Number 2 hydraulic system due to failure
of the end-pieces of the expansion chamber
attenuator (ECA), which could result in loss

of nose wheel steering, flap operation,
normal landing gear operation, and reduced
redundancy in the brake and flight controls
systems, accomplish the following:

(a) Within 4 months after the effective date
of this AD, replace the two end-pieces of the
ECA of the standby pump for the Number 2
hydraulic system with new, improved end-
pieces constructed of steel, in accordance
with Saab Service Bulletin 2000-29-016,
dated April 17, 1998.

(b) As of the effective date of this AD, no
person shall install on any airplane any ECA
having P/N 7329114-691.

(c) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, International Branch,
ANM-116.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the International Branch,
ANM-116.

(d) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Note 3: The subject of this AD is addressed
in Swedish airworthiness directive (SAD) 1—
126, dated April 20, 1998.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on October
5, 1998.

Darrell M. Pederson,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27601 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 98—-NM—-221-AD]
RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Dassault
Model Mystere-Falcon 20 Series
Airplanes, Fan Jet Falcon Series
Airplanes, and Fan Jet Falcon Series
D, E, and F Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to all
Dassault Model Mystere-Falcon 20
series airplanes, Fan Jet Falcon series

airplanes, and Fan Jet Falcon Series D,
E, and F series airplanes. This proposal
would require revising the Airplane
Flight Manual (AFM) to provide the
flight crew with certain emergency
procedures associated with an engine
fire, or a rear compartment fire or
overheat conditions. This proposal is
prompted by issuance of mandatory
continuing airworthiness information by
a foreign civil airworthiness authority.
The actions specified by the proposed
AD are intended to prevent fire from
spreading throughout the airplane due
to an engine fire, or with a rear
compartment fire or overheat
conditions.

DATES: Comments must be received by
November 16, 1998.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM-114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 98—NM—
221-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055-4056.
Comments may be inspected at this
location between 9:00 a.m. and 3:00
p-m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Dassault Falcon Jet, P.O. Box 2000,
South Hackensack, New Jersey 07606.
This information may be examined at
the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman B. Martenson, Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055-4056; telephone (425) 227-2110;
fax (425) 227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications shall
identify the Rules Docket number and
be submitted in triplicate to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments, specified above, will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this notice may be changed in light
of the comments received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
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in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this notice
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: ‘““Comments to
Docket Number 98—-NM—-221-AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Auvailability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
ANM-114, Attention: Rules Docket No.
98-NM-221-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue,
SW., Renton, Washington 98055-4056.

Discussion

The Direction Générale de I’ Aviation
Civile (DGAC), which is the
airworthiness authority for France,
notified the FAA that an unsafe
condition may exist on all Dassault
Model Mystere-Falcon 20 series
airplanes, Fan Jet Falcon series
airplanes, and Fan Jet Falcon Series D,
E, and F series airplanes. The DGAC
advises that, during takeoff of a Fan Jet
Falcon series airplane, an uncontained
engine failure occurred when a bird was
ingested into the engine. Fragments
from the engine then penetrated the
fuselage and two fuel feed tanks in the
rear compartment, which ignited a fire
that spread throughout the airplane. If
the flight crew is unaware of the
emergency procedures associated with
an engine fire, or with a rear
compartment fire or overheat
conditions, a fire could spread
throughout the airplane.

Explanation of Relevant Service
Information

Dassault Aviation has issued Mystere-
Falcon 731 Falcon Retrofit 20 Airplane
Flight Manual DTM30528, Revision 10,
dated January 20, 1998 (for Model
Mystere-Falcon 20 series airplanes), and
Fan Jet Falcon 20 Airplane Flight
Manual DTM589/590/591/592, Revision
49, dated January 20, 1998 (for Model
Fan Jet Falcon series airplanes and
Model Fan Jet Falcon Series D, E, and
F series airplanes). These AFM revisions
provide the flight crew with certain
emergency procedures associated with
an engine fire, or with a rear
compartment fire or overheat
conditions. Accomplishment of the
actions specified in these AFM revisions
is intended to adequately address the

identified unsafe condition. The DGAC
classified these AFM revisions as
mandatory and issued French
airworthiness directive 98-114-023(B),
dated March 11, 1998, in order to assure
the continued airworthiness of these
airplanes in France.

FAA's Conclusions

These airplane models are
manufactured in France and are type
certificated for operation in the United
States under the provisions of §21.29 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations (14
CFR 21.29) and the applicable bilateral
airworthiness agreement. Pursuant to
this bilateral airworthiness agreement,
the DGAC has kept the FAA informed
of the situation described above. The
FAA has examined the findings of the
DGAC, reviewed all available
information, and determined that AD
action is necessary for products of this
type design that are certificated for
operation in the United States.

Explanation of Requirements of
Proposed Rule

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other airplanes of the same
type design registered in the United
States, the proposed AD would require
revising the AFM to provide the flight
crew with certain emergency procedures
associated with an engine fire, or with
a rear compartment fire or overheat
conditions.

Cost Impact

The FAA estimates that 197 airplanes
of U.S. registry would be affected by this
proposed AD, that it would take
approximately 1 work hour per airplane
to accomplish the proposed AFM
revision, and that the average labor rate
is $60 per work hour. Based on these
figures, the cost impact of the proposed
AD on U.S. operators is estimated to be
$11,820, or $60 per airplane.

The cost impact figure discussed
above is based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the proposed requirements of this AD
action, and that no operator would
accomplish those actions in the future if
this AD were not adopted.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations proposed herein
would not have substantial direct effects
on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
in accordance with Executive Order
12612, it is determined that this
proposal would not have sufficient

federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, |
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “‘significant rule”” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

Dassault Aviation: Docket 98—-NM-221-AD.

Applicability: All Model Mystere-Falcon 20
series airplanes, Fan Jet Falcon series
airplanes, and Fan Jet Falcon Series D, E, and
F series airplanes; certificated in any
category.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To ensure that the flight crew is aware of
the emergency procedures associated with an
engine fire, or with a rear compartment fire
or overheat conditions, and to prevent fire
from spreading throughout the airplane,
accomplish the following:

(a) Within 7 days after the effective date of
this AD, revise the Limitations Section and
Emergency Procedures Section of the FAA-
approved Airplane Flight Manual (AFM) by
accomplishing the action specified in either
paragraph (a)(1) or (a)(2) of this AD, as
applicable.

(1) For Model Mystere-Falcon 20 series
airplanes: Insert a copy of Dassault 731
Falcon Retrofit 20 Airplane Flight Manual
DTM30528, Revision 10, dated January 20,
1998, into the AFM.

(2) For Model Fan Jet Falcon series
airplanes and Model Fan Jet Falcon Series D,
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E, and F series airplanes: Insert a copy of the
Dassault Fan Jet Falcon Airplane Flight
Manual DTM589/590/591/592, Revision 49,
dated January 20, 1998, into the AFM.

(b) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Operations
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, International Branch,
ANM-116.

Note 1: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the International Branch,
ANM-116.

(c) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with 8§21.197 and 21.199 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR 21.197
and 21.199) to operate the airplane to a
location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Note 2: The subject of this AD is addressed
in French airworthiness directive 98-114—
023(B), dated March 11, 1998.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on October
5, 1998.

Darrell M. Pederson,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27598 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 98—NM-216-AD]
RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; British
Aerospace BAe Model ATP Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to
certain British Aerospace BAe Model
ATP airplanes. This proposal would
require repetitive inspections to detect
wear damage on the nosewheel steering
control cables located in the nosewheel
bay of the nose landing gear (NLG);
repetitive testing of the cable pulleys to
detect seizing; and corrective action, if
necessary. This proposal also would
require repetitive replacement of the
nosewheel steering control cables with
new components. This proposal is
prompted by issuance of mandatory
continuing airworthiness information by

a foreign civil airworthiness authority.
The actions specified by the proposed
AD are intended to prevent failure of the
nosewheel steering control cables,
which could result in loss of the
nosewheel steering or collapse of the
NLG, and possible injury to the
flightcrew and passengers.

DATES: Comments must be received by
November 16, 1998.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM-114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 98—NM—
216-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055—4056.
Comments may be inspected at this
location between 9:00 a.m. and 3:00
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
AIl(R) American Support, Inc., 13850
Mclearen Road, Herndon, Virginia
20171. This information may be
examined at the FAA, Transport
Airplane Directorate, 1601 Lind
Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman B. Martenson, Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055-4056; telephone (425) 227-2110;
fax (425) 227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications shall
identify the Rules Docket number and
be submitted in triplicate to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments, specified above, will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this notice may be changed in light
of the comments received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this notice

must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: ‘““Comments to
Docket Number 98—-NM-216-AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Auvailability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
ANM-114, Attention: Rules Docket No.
98-NM-216—-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue,
SW., Renton, Washington 98055-4056.

Discussion

The Civil Aviation Authority (CAA),
which is the airworthiness authority for
the United Kingdom, notified the FAA
that an unsafe condition may exist on
certain British Aerospace BAe Model
ATP airplanes. The CAA advises that it
received a report of failure of the
nosewheel steering control cables
located in the nosewheel bay of the nose
landing gear (NLG) on a BAe Model
ATP airplane. This failure was due to
excessively worn nosewheel steering
control cables. Wear of these cables can
be intensified by a high number of
landings and discrepant pulleys in the
nosewheel steering system, which can
result in a shorter service life for these
parts. In one case, after failure of a
nosewheel steering control cable, the
NLG developed a divergent shimmy of
the nosewheels, which caused structural
failure and collapse of the NLG. Such
failure of the nosewheel steering control
cables, if not corrected, could result in
loss of the nosewheel steering or
collapse of the NLG, and possible injury
to the flightcrew and passengers.

Explanation of Relevant Service
Information

The manufacturer has issued British
Aerospace Service Bulletin ATP-32-91,
dated May 19, 1998, which describes
procedures for repetitive visual and
tactile inspections of the nosewheel
steering control cables to detect
excessive wear; repetitive testing of the
cable pulleys to detect seizing; and
corrective action [i.e., replacing the
cable pulleys with new pulleys (if
seized), and resetting the cable tension
(if slack)], if necessary. The service
bulletin also establishes a service life
limit on the nosewheel steering control
cables located at the top of the
nosewheel bay, and describes
procedures for repetitive replacement of
the nosewheel steering control cables
with new components. The CAA
classified this service bulletin as
mandatory in order to assure the
continued airworthiness of these
airplanes in the United Kingdom.
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The manufacturer also has issued
British Aerospace Alert Service
Bulletin, ATP—-A32-90, dated March 21,
1998, as an additional source of service
information for the accomplishment of
the visual and tactile inspections of the
nosewheel steering control cables to
detect excessive wear; a circuit check of
the nosewheel steering control cable
system; and replacement of any
discrepant cable or pulley with a
serviceable part.

U.S. Type Certification of Airplane

This airplane model is manufactured
in the United Kingdom and is type
certificated for operation in the United
States under the provisions of section
21.29 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations (14 CFR 21.29) and the
applicable bilateral airworthiness
agreement.

Explanation of Requirements of
Proposed Rule

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other airplanes of the same
type design registered in the United
States, the proposed AD would require
accomplishment of the actions specified
in the service bulletin described
previously.

Interim Action

This is considered to be interim
action until final action is identified, at
which time the FAA may consider
further rulemaking.

Cost Impact

The FAA estimates that 10 airplanes
of U.S. registry would be affected by this
proposed AD.

It would take approximately 2 work
hours per airplane to accomplish the
proposed inspection, at an average labor
rate of $60 per work hour. Based on
these figures, the cost impact of the
inspection proposed by this AD on U.S.
operators is estimated to be $1,200, or
$120 per airplane, per inspection cycle.

It would take approximately 4 work
hours per airplane to accomplish the
proposed replacement, at an average
labor rate of $60 per work hour.
Required parts would cost
approximately $775 per airplane. Based
on these figures, the cost impact of the
replacement proposed by this AD on
U.S. operators is estimated to be
$10,150, or $1,015 per airplane.

The cost impact figures discussed
above are based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the proposed requirements of this AD
action, and that no operator would
accomplish those actions in the future if
this AD were not adopted.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations proposed herein
would not have substantial direct effects
on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
in accordance with Executive Order
12612, it is determined that this
proposal would not have sufficient
federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, |
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
adding the following new airworthiness
directive:

British Aerospace Regional Aircraft
[Formerly Jetstream Aircraft Limited;
British Aerospace (Commercial Aircraft)
Limited]: Docket 98—-NM-216-AD.

Applicability: Model BAe ATP airplanes,
constructor’s numbers 2002 through 2063
inclusive; certificated in any category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the

requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (d) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent failure of the nosewheel
steering control cables, which could result in
loss of the nosewheel steering or collapse of
the nose landing gear (NLG), and possible
injury to the flightcrew and passengers,
accomplish the following:

(a) Perform a visual and tactile inspection
of the nosewheel steering control cables
located in the nosewheel bay of the NLG to
detect excessive wear, and test the cable
pulleys for seizing, in accordance with
British Aerospace Service Bulletin ATP-32—
91, dated May 19, 1998; at the applicable
time specified in paragraph (a)(1) or (a)(2) of
this AD. Thereafter, repeat the inspection and
test at intervals not to exceed 1,800 flight
hours, or 2,400 landings, whichever occurs
first.

(1) For airplanes on which the nosewheel
steering control cables have accumulated
6,000 or more total flight hours, or 8,000 or
more total landings as of the effective date of
this AD, and for airplanes on which the time-
in-service of the nosewheel steering control
cables is unknown: Inspect and test within
600 flight hours or 800 landings after the
effective date of this AD, whichever occurs
first.

(2) For airplanes on which the nosewheel
steering control cables have accumulated less
than 6,000 total flight hours or 8,000 total
landings as of the effective date of this AD:
Inspect and test within 900 flight hours or
1,200 landings after the effective date of this
AD, whichever occurs first.

(b) If any cable wear is outside the limits
specified in British Aerospace Service
Bulletin ATP-32-91, dated May 19, 1998, or
if any discrepant pulley is detected during
any inspection or test required by paragraph
(a) of this AD, prior to further flight, replace
the discrepant cable or pulley with a new
component in accordance with the service
bulletin. Thereafter, continue
accomplishment of the actions required by
paragraphs (a) and (c) of this AD at the
intervals specified in those paragraphs.

(c) Replace the nosewheel steering control
cables with new cables at the later of the
times specified in paragraphs (c)(1) and (c)(2)
of this AD in accordance with British
Aerospace Service Bulletin ATP-32-91,
dated May 19, 1998. Thereafter, repeat the
replacement at intervals not to exceed 6,000
total flight hours or 8,000 total landings on
the nosewnheel steering cables, whichever
occurs first.

(1) Within 900 flight hours or 1,200
landings after the effective date of this AD,
whichever occurs first.

(2) Prior to the accumulation of 6,000 total
flight hours or 8,000 total landings on the
nosewheel steering cables, whichever occurs
first.
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Note 2: Accomplishment of the initial
inspection or initial replacement of the
nosewheel steering control cables prior to the
effective date of this AD in accordance with
British Aerospace Alert Service Bulletin
ATP-A32-90, dated March 21, 1998, is
considered acceptable for compliance with
the initial inspection or initial replacement
required by this AD.

(d) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, International Branch,
ANM-116.

Note 3: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the International Branch,
ANM-116.

(e) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on October
5, 1998.

Darrell M. Pederson,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27597 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 98-NM-215-AD]

RIN 2120-AA64

Airworthiness Directives; Airbus Model
A320 Series Airplanes

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
supersedure of an existing airworthiness
directive (AD), applicable to certain
Airbus Model A320 series airplanes,
that currently requires modification of
the trimmable horizontal stabilizer
(THS). This action would add
requirements for a one-time inspection
of the flexible hoses of the elevator
return lines on the THS to detect
installation of incorrect clamps, or
missing clamps or bonding leads; and
for replacement of the clamps or
bonding leads with new parts, if
necessary. This proposal is prompted by

issuance of mandatory continuing
airworthiness information by a foreign
civil airworthiness authority. The
actions specified by the proposed AD
are intended to prevent leakage from
hydraulic pipe fittings in the THS,
which could result in failure of the THS
and consequent reduced controllability
of the airplane.

DATES: Comments must be received by
November 16, 1998.

ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), Transport
Airplane Directorate, ANM-114,
Attention: Rules Docket No. 98—NM—-
215-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington 98055-4056.
Comments may be inspected at this
location between 9:00 a.m. and 3:00
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Airbus Industrie, 1 Rond Point Maurice
Bellonte, 31707 Blagnac Cedex, France.
This information may be examined at
the FAA, Transport Airplane
Directorate, 1601 Lind Avenue, SW.,
Renton, Washington.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Norman B. Martenson, Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate, 1601
Lind Avenue, SW., Renton, Washington
98055-4056; telephone (425) 227-2110;
fax (425) 227-1149.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited

Interested persons are invited to
participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications shall
identify the Rules Docket number and
be submitted in triplicate to the address
specified above. All communications
received on or before the closing date
for comments, specified above, will be
considered before taking action on the
proposed rule. The proposals contained
in this notice may be changed in light
of the comments received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments

submitted in response to this notice
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: ‘““Comments to
Docket Number 98—-NM-215-AD.” The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, Transport Airplane Directorate,
ANM-114, Attention: Rules Docket No.
98-NM-215-AD, 1601 Lind Avenue,
SW., Renton, Washington 98055-4056.

Discussion

On August 11, 1995, the FAA issued
AD 95-17-12, amendment 39-9342 (60
FR 43519, August 22, 1995), applicable
to certain Airbus Model A320 series
airplanes, to require modification of the
trimmable horizontal stabilizer (THS).
That action was prompted by a report of
leakage from some of the hydraulic pipe
fittings after a lightning strike. The
requirements of that AD are intended to
prevent such leakage from hydraulic
pipe fittings, which could result in the
loss of the pilot’s ability to control the
moveable surfaces of the THS.

Actions Related to Previous Rule

In relation to the actions required by
AD 95-17-12, the Direction Générale de
I’Aviation Civile (DGAC), which is the
airworthiness authority for France,
notified the FAA that incorrect clamps
were installed on certain Airbus Model
A320 series airplanes, in accordance
with Airbus Service Bulletin A320-29—
1058, dated July 16, 1993. (That service
bulletin was referenced in AD 95-17-12
as the appropriate source of service
information for modification of the
trimmable horizontal stabilizer.) The
clamps referenced in that service
bulletin were made for rigid hoses and
not for correction of leakage in the
flexible hoses, as required by AD 95—
17-12. As a result of these findings,
Airbus issued All Operator Telex (AOT)
29-10, dated June 15, 1994, which
identified the correct clamps to use with
the flexible hoses. The AOT also
excluded a number of airplanes from the
affected list because the correct clamps
had been incorporated during
production. Upon further investigation,
however, the manufacturer discovered
that incorrect clamps were installed on
some of the airplanes that had been
excluded.

Consequently, Airbus issued AOT 29—
10, Revision 01, dated September 23,
1994, to provide procedures for
inspection for installation of incorrect
clamps on those airplanes that were
identified as having been modified
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during production. Subsequent
investigation revealed that some of the
airplanes modified in accordance with
Revision 01 of the AOT were missing
the clamps or bonding leads required for
proper electrical contact with the
flexible hoses of the elevator return
lines.

Explanation of Relevant Service
Information

Airbus has issued AOT 29-10,
Revision 02, dated February 13, 1995,
which describes procedures for a one-
time inspection of the flexible hoses of
the elevator return lines on the THS to
detect installation of incorrect clamps,
and missing clamps or bonding leads.
That AOT also describes procedures for
replacement of the clamps or bonding
leads with new parts, if necessary.

Airbus also has issued Service
Bulletin A320-29-1058, Revision 1,
dated November 28, 1994, which
updates the original issue of the service
bulletin by specifying new, correct
clamps for accomplishment of Airbus
Modification 23556.

Accomplishment of the actions
specified in the service information is
intended to adequately address the
identified unsafe condition. The DGAC
classified this service information as
mandatory and issued French
airworthiness directive 93-123—
046(B)R1, dated May 10, 1995, in order
to assure the continued airworthiness of
these airplanes in France.

FAA'’s Conclusions

This airplane model is manufactured
in France and is type certificated for
operation in the United States under the
provisions of section 21.29 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.29) and the applicable bilateral
airworthiness agreement. Pursuant to
this bilateral airworthiness agreement,
the DGAC has kept the FAA informed
of the situation described above. The
FAA has examined the findings of the
DGAC, reviewed all available
information, and determined that AD
action is necessary for products of this
type design that are certificated for
operation in the United States.

Explanation of Requirements of
Proposed Rule

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other airplanes of the same
type design registered in the United
States, the proposed AD would
supersede AD 95-17-12 to continue to
require modification of the THS. In
addition, this proposed AD would add
requirements for a one-time inspection
of the flexible hoses of the elevator

return lines on the THS to detect
installation of incorrect clamps, and
missing clamps or bonding leads; and
for replacement of the clamps or
bonding leads with new parts, if
necessary. The actions would be
required to be accomplished in
accordance with the service information
described previously.

Cost Impact

There are approximately 126
airplanes of U.S. registry that would be
affected by this proposed AD.

The modification that is currently
required by AD 95-17-12, takes
approximately 13 work hours per
airplane to accomplish, at an average
labor rate of $60 per work hour.
Required parts are provided by the
manufacturer at no cost to the operators.
Based on these figures, the cost impact
of the currently required modification
on U.S. operators is estimated to be
$98,280, or $780 per airplane.

The inspection that is proposed in
this AD action would take
approximately 5 work hours per
airplane to accomplish, at an average
labor rate of $60 per work hour. Based
on these figures, the cost impact of the
proposed inspection of this AD on U.S.
operators is estimated to be $37,800, or
$300 per airplane.

The cost impact figures discussed
above are based on assumptions that no
operator has yet accomplished any of
the current or proposed requirements of
this AD action, and that no operator
would accomplish those actions in the
future if this AD were not adopted.

Regulatory Impact

The regulations proposed herein
would not have substantial direct effects
on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
in accordance with Executive Order
12612, it is determined that this
proposal would not have sufficient
federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, |
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a “‘significant regulatory action”
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a “significant rule”” under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.

A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39

Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation
safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment

Accordingly, pursuant to the
authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g), 40113, 44701.

§39.13 [Amended]

2. Section 39.13 is amended by
removing amendment 39-9342 (60 FR
43519, August 22, 1995), and by adding
a new airworthiness directive (AD), to
read as follows:

Airbus Industrie: Docket 98—NM-215-AD.
Supersedes AD 95-17-12, Amendment
39-9342.

Applicability: Model A320 series airplanes;
serial numbers 002 through 008 inclusive,
010 through 014 inclusive, 016 through 078
inclusive, 080 through 104 inclusive, 106
through 363 inclusive, 365 through 384
inclusive, 386 through 411 inclusive, 413
through 433 inclusive, 435 through 457
inclusive, 459 through 467 inclusive, and 469
through 472 inclusive; certificated in any
category.

Note 1: This AD applies to each airplane
identified in the preceding applicability
provision, regardless of whether it has been
modified, altered, or repaired in the area
subject to the requirements of this AD. For
airplanes that have been modified, altered, or
repaired so that the performance of the
requirements of this AD is affected, the
owner/operator must request approval for an
alternative method of compliance in
accordance with paragraph (d) of this AD.
The request should include an assessment of
the effect of the modification, alteration, or
repair on the unsafe condition addressed by
this AD; and, if the unsafe condition has not
been eliminated, the request should include
specific proposed actions to address it.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent leakage from hydraulic pipe
fittings in the trimmable horizontal stabilizer
(THS), which could result in failure of the
THS and consequent reduced controllability
of the airplane, accomplish the following:

(a) For airplanes on which Airbus
Modification 22621 and Airbus Modification
23556 have not been installed: Within 3,500
flight hours after September 21, 1995 (the
effective date of AD 95-17-12), modify the
THS in accordance with Airbus Service
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Bulletin A320-29-1058, dated July 16, 1993,
or Revision 1, dated November 28, 1994, and
Airbus Service Bulletin A320-27-1041,
Revision 2, dated April 20, 1994. After the
effective date of this AD, only Revision 1 of
Airbus Service Bulletin A320-29-1058 shall
be used.

(b) For airplanes other than those
identified in paragraph (a) of this AD: Within
3,500 flight hours after the effective date of
this AD, modify the THS in accordance with
Airbus Service Bulletin A320-29-1058,
Revision 1, dated November 28, 1994, and
Airbus Service Bulletin A320-27-1041,
Revision 2, dated April 20, 1994.

(c) Within 500 flight hours after the
effective date of this AD, perform a one-time
inspection of the flexible hoses of the
elevator return lines on the THS to detect
installation of incorrect clamps, or missing
clamps or bonding leads, in accordance with
Airbus All Operator Telex (AOT) 29-10,
Revision 02, dated February 13, 1995.

(1) If the correct clamps are installed, and
there are no missing clamps or bonding
leads, no further action is required by
paragraph (b) of this AD.

(2) If any incorrect clamp is installed, prior
to further flight, replace the incorrect clamp
with the correct clamp; and, if any bonding
lead is missing, prior to further flight, install
a new bonding lead, in accordance with the
AOT.

(3) If any clamp or bonding lead is missing,
prior to further flight, install new parts in
accordance with the AOT.

(d) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager,
International Branch, ANM-116, FAA,
Transport Airplane Directorate. Operators
shall submit their requests through an
appropriate FAA Principal Maintenance
Inspector, who may add comments and then
send it to the Manager, International Branch,
ANM-116.

Note 2: Information concerning the
existence of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this AD, if any, may be
obtained from the International Branch,
ANM-116.

(e) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the airplane to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Note 3: The subject of this AD is addressed
in French airworthiness directive 93-123—
046(B)R1, dated May 10, 1995.

Issued in Renton, Washington, on October
5, 1998.

Darrell M. Pederson,

Acting Manager, Transport Airplane
Directorate, Aircraft Certification Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27596 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-U

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 71
[Airspace Docket No. 98—AS0O-17]
Proposed Establishment of Class E2

Airspace; Atlanta Dekalb-Peachtree
Airport, GA

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), DOT.

ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking.

SUMMARY: This notice proposes to
establish Class E2 airspace at Atlanta,
GA, for the Dekalb-Peachtree Airport.
An automated weather observing system
transmits the required weather
observations continuously to The
William B. Hartsfield, Atlanta
International Airport Traffic Control
Tower, the controlling facility for the
airport, when the Dekalb-Peachtree
Airport Traffic Control Tower is closed.
Therefore, the airport now meets the
criteria for Class E2 surface area
airspace. The Class E2 airspace would
consist of that airspace extending
upward from the surface to but not
including 700 feet within a 4-mile
radius of Dekalb-Peachtree Airport.

DATES: Comments must be received on
or before November 16, 1998.

ADDRESSES: Send comments on the
proposal in triplicate to: Federal
Aviation Administration, Docket No.
98-AS0-17, Manager, Airspace Branch,
ASO-520, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta,
Georgia 30320.

The official docket may be examined
in the Office of the Regional Counsel for
Southern Region, Room 550, 1701
Columbia Avenue, College Park, Georgia
30337, telephone (404) 305-5586.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nancy B. Shelton, Manager, Airspace
Branch, Air Traffic Division, Federal
Aviation Administration, P.O. Box
20636, Atlanta, Georgia 30320;
telephone (404) 305-5586.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Comments Invited

Interested parties are invited to
participate in this proposed rulemaking
by submitting such written data, views
or arguments, as they may desire.
Comments that provide the factual basis
supporting the views and suggestions
presented are particularly helpful in
developing reasoned regulatory
decisions on the proposal. Comments
are specifically invited on the overall
regulatory, aeronautical, economic,
environmental, and energy-related
aspects of the proposal.

Communications should identify the
airspace docket number and be
submitted in triplicate to the address
listed above. Commenters wishing the
FAA to acknowledge receipt of their
comments on this notice must submit
with those comments a self-addressed,
stamped postcard on which the
following statement is made:
““Comments to Airspace Docket No. 98—
ASO-17.” The postcard will be date/
time stamped and returned to the
commenter. All communications
received before the specified closing
date for comments will be considered
before taking action on the proposed
rule. The proposal contained in this
notice may be changed in light of the
comments received. All comments
submitted will be available for
examination in the Office of the
Regional Counsel for Southern Region,
Room 550, 1701 Columbia Avenue,
College Park, Georgia 30337, both before
and after the closing date for comments.
A report summarizing each substantive
public contact with FAA personnel
concerned with this rulemaking will be
filed in the docket.

Auvailability of NPRMs

Any person may obtain a copy of this
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking (NPRM)
by submitting a request to the Federal
Aviation Administration, Manager,
Airspace Branch, ASO-520, Air Traffic
Division, P.O. Box 20636, Atlanta,
Georgia 30320. Communications must
identify the notice number of this
NPRM. Persons interested in being
placed on a mailing list for future
NPRMs should also request a copy of
Advisory Circular No. 11-2A which
describes the application procedure.

The Proposal

The FAA is considering an
amendment to part 71 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations (14 CFR Part 71) to
establish Class E2 airspace at Atlanta
Dekalb-Peachtree Airport, GA. An
automated weather observing system
transmits the required weather
observations continuously to The
William B. Hartsfield, Atlanta
International Airport Traffic Control
Tower, the controlling facility for the
airport when the Dekalb-Peachtree
Airport Traffic Control Tower is closed.
Therefore, the airport now meets the
criteria for Class E2 surface area
airspace when the Dekalb-Peachtree
Airport Traffic Control Tower is closed.
Class E2 airspace designations for
airspace surface areas are published in
Paragraph 6002 of FAA Order 7400.9F
dated September 10, 1998, and effective
September 16, 1998, which is
incorporated by reference in 14 CFR
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71.1. The Class E2 airspace designation
listed in this document would be
published subsequently in the Order.

The FAA has determined that this
proposed regulation only involves an
established body of technical
regulations for which frequent and
routine amendments are necessary to
keep them operationally current. It,
therefore, (1) is not a “significant
regulatory action” under Executive
Order 12866; (2) is not a “‘significant
rule” under DOT Regulatory Policies
and Procedures (44 FR 11034; February
26, 1979); and (3) does not warrant
preparation of a Regulatory Evaluation
as the anticipated impact is so minimal.
Since this is a routine matter that will
only affect air traffic procedures and air
navigation, it is certified that this rule,
when promulgated, will not have a
significant economic impact on a
substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 71

Airspace, Incorporation by reference,
Navigation (air).

The Proposed Amendment

In consideration of the foregoing, the
Federal Aviation Administration
proposes to amend 14 CFR part 71 as
follows:

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF CLASS A,
CLASS B, CLASS C, CLASS D, AND
CLASS E AIRSPACE AREAS;
AIRWAYS; ROUTES; AND REPORTING
POINTS

1. The authority citation for Part 71
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 106(g); 40103, 40113,
40120; E.O. 10854, 24 FR 9565, 3 CFR, 1959—
1963 Comp., p. 389.

§71.1 [Amended]

2. The incorporation by reference in
14 CFR 71.1 of Federal Aviation
Administration Order 7400.9F, Airspace
Designations and Reporting Points,
dated September 10, 1998, and effective
September 16, 1998, is amended as
follows:

Paragraph 6002 Class E Airspace
Designated as Surface Areas
* * * * *

ASO GA E2 Atlanta Dekalb-Peachtree
Airport, GA [New]
Atlanta Dekalb-Peachtree Airport
(Lat 33°52'30" N, long. 84°18'08" W)
Within a 4-mile radius of the Dekalb-
Peachtree Airport. This Class E airspace area
is effective during the specific dates and
times established in advance by a Notice to
Airmen. The effective date and time will

thereafter be continuously published in the
Airport/Facility Directory.

* * * * *

Issued in College Park, Georgia, on
September 30, 1998.

Wade Carpenter,

Acting Manager, Air Traffic Division,
Southern Region.

[FR Doc. 98-27720 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910-13-M

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY
Internal Revenue Service

26 CFR Part 1

[REG-116608-97]

RIN-1545-AV61

EIC Eligibility Requirements; Hearing
Cancellation

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service,
Treasury.

ACTION: Cancellation of notice of public
hearing on proposed regulations.

SUMMARY: This document provides
notice of cancellation of a public
hearing on proposed regulations
pertaining to the eligibility requirements
for certain taxpayers denied the earned
income credit (EIC) as a result of the
deficiency procedures.

DATES: The public hearing originally
scheduled for Wednesday, October 21,
1998, beginning at 10 a.m. is cancelled.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
LaNita Van Dyke of the Regulations
Unit, Assistant Chief Counsel
(Corporate), (202) 622—7190, (not a toll-
free number).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
subject of the public hearing is proposed
regulations under § 1.32-3 of the
Income Tax Regulations. A notice of
proposed rulemaking and notice of
public hearing appearing in the Federal
Register on Thursday, June 25, 1998 (63
FR 34615), announced that the public
hearing on proposed regulations under
§1.32-3 of the Income Tax Regulations
would be held on Wednesday, October
21, 1998, beginning at 10 a.m., in room
2615, Internal Revenue Building, 1111
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington
DC.

The public hearing scheduled for
Wednesday, October 21, 1998, is
cancelled.

Cynthia E. Grigsby,

Chief, Regulations Unit, Assistant Chief
Counsel (Corporate).

[FR Doc. 98-27711 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4830-01-U

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 648
[1.D. 100598D)]

Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management
Council and New England Fishery
Management Council; Public Hearings

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Public hearings, request for
comments.

SUMMARY: The Mid-Atlantic and the
New England Fishery Management
Councils (Councils) will hold public
hearings to allow for input on
development of the Spiny Dogfish
Fishery Management Plan (FMP).

DATES: Written comments on the FMP
will be accepted until November 23,
1998. The public hearings are scheduled
to be held from October 26 to November
4,1998. See SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION for specific dates and
times.

ADDRESSES: Send comments to
Christopher M. Moore, Ph.D., Acting
Executive Director, Mid-Atlantic
Fishery Management Council, Room
2115 Federal Building, 300 South New
Street, Dover, DE 19904 or Paul Howard,
Executive Director, New England
Fishery Management Council, 5
Broadway, Saugus, MA 01906-1036.
The hearings will be held in Maine,
New Hampshire, Massachusetts, New
York, New Jersey, Maryland, Virginia,
and North Carolina. See SUPPLEMENTARY
INFORMATION for locations of the
hearings.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Christopher M. Moore, Ph.D., Acting
Executive Director, Mid-Atlantic
Fishery Management Council, 302-674—
2331, or Paul Howard, Executive
Director, New England Fishery
Management Council, 781-231-0422.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

The purpose of the proposed action is
to initiate management of spiny dogfish
(Squalus acanthias), pursuant to the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act
(Magnuson-Stevens Act) of 1976 as
amended by the Sustainable Fisheries
Act (SFA). For most of the first two
decades of extended jurisdiction under
the Magnuson-Stevens Act, the spiny
dogfish was considered to be an
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“underutilized”’ species of relatively
minor value to the domestic fisheries of
the U.S. East Coast. With the decline of
more traditional groundfish resources in
recent years, an increase in directed
fishing for spiny dogfish has resulted in
a nearly sixfold increase in landings in
the last 7 years. Recent rapid expansion
of the fishery has resulted in a dramatic
increase in fishing mortality.
Particularly troublesome is the fact that
the fishery targets mature females
because of their large size. The recent
fishery expansion, in combination with
the removal of a large portion of the
adult female stock, has resulted in the
species being designated as overfished
by NMFS. The SFA requires remedial
action by the Councils for stocks
designated as overfished and requires
that a management program be
developed within 1 year of the date of
notification that a species is overfished.
The lack of any regulations pertaining to
the harvest of spiny dogfish in the
exclusive economic zone, combined
with the recent rapid expansion of the
domestic fishery, led the Councils to
jointly develop a management plan for
the species.

The management unit for this FMP is
defined as the entire spiny dogfish
population along the Atlantic coast of
the United States. The overall goal of
this FMP is to conserve spiny dogfish in
order to achieve optimum yield from
this resource in the western Atlantic
Ocean.

To meet the overall goal, the
following objectives have been adopted:

1. Reduce fishing mortality to ensure
that overfishing does not occur;

2. Promote compatible management
regulations between state and Council
jurisdictions and the United States and
Canada;

3. Promote uniform and effective
enforcement of regulations;

4. Minimize regulations while
achieving the management objectives
stated above; and

5. Manage the spiny dogfish fishery so
as to minimize the impact of the
regulations on the prosecution of other
fisheries, to the extent practicable.

The fishing year for spiny dogfish is
the 12-month period beginning May 1.

Management Strategy

The SFA, which reauthorized and
amended the Magnuson-Stevens Act,
made a number of changes to the
existing national standards. With
respect to national standard 1, the SFA
imposed new requirements concerning
definitions of overfishing in fishery
management plans. To comply with
national standard 1, the SFA requires
that each Council FMP define

overfishing as a rate or level of fishing
mortality that jeopardizes a fishery’s
capacity to produce maximum
sustainable yield (MSY) on a continuing
basis.

Each FMP must specify objective and
measurable status determination criteria
for identifying when stocks or stock
complexes covered by the FMP are
overfished. To fulfill the requirements
of the SFA, status determination criteria
for spiny dogfish comprise two
components: (1) A maximum fishing
mortality threshold and (2) a minimum
stock size threshold. The maximum F
threshold for spiny dogfish is specified
as Fmsy. The minimum biomass
threshold is specified as one-half Bysy.
For spiny dogfish, the stock size that
would maximize average recruitment is
known as the SSBmax and is
recommended as a proxy value for
Bmsy. This target value is currently
estimated to be 440 million Ib (200,000
mt).

An additional requirement of the SFA
is that stocks that are identified as
overfished (i.e., stock biomass is less
than minimum biomass threshold) must
be rebuilt to the level that will produce
maximum sustainable yield (Bmsy). The
SFA guidelines advise that, in most
cases, the stock rebuilding period may
not exceed 10 years. The most recent
stock assessment data indicate that total
adult spiny dogfish stock biomass is
currently about 280 million Ib (127,000
mt), which is well below the stock
biomass target of 440 million Ib
(200,000 mt). As a result, the Councils
propose to rebuild the spiny dogfish
stock to the Busy level (as represented
by the proxy of SSBmax) over a 10-year
rebuilding period through the
implementation of this FMP.

The preferred alternative will
eliminate overfishing and rebuild the
spiny dogfish stock through a two-step
reduction in the fishing mortality rate.
The first step allows for a 1-year exit
fishery of 22 million Ib (10,000 mt) to
allow a phaseout of the directed fishery.
This approach was chosen to minimize
the impact of the rebuilding program on
both the harvest and processing sectors
of the industry. For the first year of the
rebuilding plan (1999-2000), F will be
reduced to 0.2 and then will be reduced
to F = 0.03 in the remaining 9 years of
the rebuilding plan (2000—-2009). This
schedule allows for stock rebuilding to
the level that will support harvests at or
near the SSBnax level in the year 2009.

The Councils are seeking public
comment on the following management
program adopted by the Councils for
public hearings:

Preferred Management Measures

The Councils are proposing a number
of preferred management measures to
meet the objectives of the FMP. These
preferred alternatives are as follows:

1. Permit and reporting requirements
for commercial vessels, operators, and
dealers.

2. The establishment of a Spiny
Dogfish FMP Monitoring Committee.

3. The implementation of a framework
adjustment process.

4. A 10-year stock rebuilding
schedule.

5. A commercial quota.

6. Seasonal (semi-annual) allocation
of the quota.

7. A prohibition on finning.

8. A limit of 80 nets (50 fathoms each)
in the spiny dogfish gillnet fishery.

Alternatives to the Preferred
Management Actions

A number of alternatives to the
proposed management measures have
been identified by the Councils for
consideration by the public. These non-
preferred alternatives include:

1. A no-action at this time.

2. Alternative rebuilding schedules.

3. A commercial quota with trip
limits.

4. A commercial quota with
alternative seasonal allocations.

5. A commercial quota with
alternative size limits including a slot
size limit.

6. A limited entry program for the
spiny dogfish commercial fishery.

7. A target commercial quota.

Public Hearings

The hearings will beginat 7 p.m.,
with the exception of the New York
hearing, which begins at 7:30 p.m. The
dates and locations are as follows:

1. October 26, 1998—Seaport Inn and
Marina, 110 Middle Street, Fairhaven,
MA; 2. October 27, 1998—Four Points
Sheraton Hyannis, Route 132, Hyannis,
MA,;

3. October 27, 1998—Hampton Inn,
402 Halstead Boulevard, Elizabeth City,
NC;

4. October 28, 1998—Ramada East
End, 1830 Route 25, Riverhead, NY;

5. October 28, 1998—Virginia Marine
Resources Commission, 2600
Washington Avenue, Newport News,
VA;

6. November 2, 1998—Cape May
County Extension Office, Dennisville
Road, Route 657, Cape May Courthouse,
NJ;

7. November 3, 1998—Dunes Manor,
2800 Baltimore Avenue, Ocean City,
MD;

8. November 3, 1998—Holiday Inn by
the Bay, 88 Spring Street, Portland, ME;
and
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9. November 4, 1998—Sheraton, 250
Market Street, Portsmouth, NH.

The hearings will be tape recorded
with the tapes filed as the official
transcript of the hearings.

Special Accommodations

These hearings are physically
accessible to people with disabilities.
Requests for sign language
interpretation or other auxiliary aids
should be directed to Joanna Davis at
the Mid-Atlantic Council office at least
5 days prior to the hearing date.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
Dated: October 7, 1998.

Gary C. Matlock,

Director, Office of Sustainable Fisheries,
National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27582 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-F

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Part 648

[1.D. 100698B]

New England Fishery Management
Council; Public Meeting

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Public meeting.

SUMMARY: The New England Fishery
Management Council (Council) will
hold a 2-day public meeting to consider
actions affecting New England fisheries
in the exclusive economic zone. The full
Council meeting will begin at 1:30 p.m.,
following a meeting of the Council’s
Herring Committee on October 28.

DATES: The meeting will be held on
Wednesday, October 28, 1998, at 9:30
a.m. and on Thursday, October 29, 1998,
at 8:30 a.m.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the Holiday Inn Hotel and Convention
Center, 88 Spring Street, Portland, ME
04101; telephone (207) 775-2311.
Requests for special accommodations
should be addressed to the New
England Fishery Management Council, 5
Broadway, Saugus, MA 01906-1036;
telephone: (781) 231-0422.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Paul
J. Howard, Executive Director, New
England Fishery Management Council,
(781) 231-0422.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Wednesday, October 28, 1998

At 9:30 a.m., the Council will convene
a meeting of its Herring Committee to
continue discussions and select final
management measures for the Fishery
Management Plan (FMP) for the Atlantic
Herring Fishery. Management measures
under discussion will include, but not
be limited to, restrictions for large
domestic processing vessels (such as
size limits or sector allocations) and
vessel tracking system (VTS)
requirements. The full Council meeting
will begin in the afternoon at 1:30 p.m.
when Council Executive Director Paul
Howard presents the details of an
annual FMP review and adjustment
process for each Council plan and
public participation procedures. The
Herring Committee Report will follow,
during which the committee chairman
will ask the Council for approval of the
outstanding Herring FMP management
measures (including recommended
measures for large domestic processing
vessels and VTS requirements) after a
review of public comments and
committee and advisory panel
recommendations. The Council is also
expected to review and approve FMP
documents (description of measures,
draft regulatory text and summary of
impacts).

Thursday, October 29, 1998

The meeting will begin with reports
on recent activities from the Council
Chairman, Executive Director, the
NMFS Acting Regional Administrator,
Northeast Fisheries Science Center and
Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management
Council liaisons, and representatives of
the Coast Guard, the Atlantic States
Marine Fisheries Commission, and the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. The
Whiting Committee will ask for
approval of measures for Amendment
12 (whiting) to the Northeast
Multispecies FMP after a review of the
public and advisory panel comments
and committee recommendations. Major
elements of the management program
include new overfishing definitions and
the specification of optimum yield as
required by the Sustainable Fisheries
Act, a moratorium on commercial
whiting permits, a Cultivator Shoal
season change, management alternatives
for the northern, southern, and
Cultivator Shoal management areas
including minimum mesh sizes and
possession limits, restrictions on the
transfer of whiting and red hake at sea,
and a final essential fish habitat
designation for offshore hake. The
Groundfish Committee will seek
approval of initial action on a
framework adjustment to the Northeast

Multispecies FMP (Framework 26) that
calls for measures to protect cod prior
to May 1, the start of the 1999 fishing
year. Measures under consideration
include expanding the existing Gulf of
Maine groundfish closures in time and
area and, possibly, expanding them to
waters east of Cape Cod; prohibiting the
use of ““crucifiers,” a device used in the
hook fishery to sort fish by size; and
prohibiting the landing of overages of
the Gulf of Maine cod trip limit
(eliminating the “‘running clock’). The
meeting will conclude with a
presentation of the Draft Highly
Migratory Species FMP. NMFS staff
from the Highly Migratory Species
Division will summarize the proposed
FMP and take questions and comments.
Any other outstanding Council business
also will be discussed at this time.

Although other issues not contained
in this agenda may come before this
Council for discussion, in accordance
with the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act,
those issues may not be the subject of
formal Council action during this
meeting. Council action will be
restricted to those issues specifically
listed in this document.

Special Accommodations

This meeting is physically accessible
to people with disabilities. Requests for
sign language interpretation or other
auxiliary aids should be directed to Paul
J. Howard (see ADDRESSES) at least 5
days prior to the meeting date.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
Dated: October 8, 1998.

Bruce C. Morehead,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27581 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-F

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

50 CFR Parts 648 and 649
[1.D. 100798B]
RIN 0648-AL36

Fisheries of the Northeastern United
States; American Lobster Fishery;
Fishery Management Plan (FMP)
Amendments to Achieve Regulatory
Consistency on Permit Related
Provisions for Vessels Issued Limited
Access Federal Fishery Permits

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
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Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of availability of an
omnibus amendment to FMPs; request
for comments.

SUMMARY: NMFS announces that the
Mid-Atlantic and New England Fishery
Management Councils have submitted
an omnibus amendment that includes
Amendment 11 to the Summer
Flounder, Scup, and Black Sea Bass
FMP; Amendment 7 to the Atlantic
Mackerel, Squid, and Butterfish FMP;
Amendment 11 to the Atlantic Surf
Clam and Ocean Quahog FMP;
Amendment 8 to the Atlantic Sea
Scallop FMP; Amendment 10 to the
Northeast Multispecies FMP; and
Amendment 7 to the American Lobster
FMP. These amendments implement
regulations to achieve regulatory
consistency on vessel permitting for
FMPs that have limited access permits
issued by NMFS Northeast Region. The
proposed regulations are intended to
facilitate transactions such as buying,
selling, or upgrading commercial fishing
vessels issued limited access permits.
Consistency on these regulations is
especially important for vessels that
have limited access permits in more
than one fishery in the Northeast
Region.

DATES: Public comments must be
received on or before December 14,
1998.

ADDRESSES: Comments on this proposed
rule should be sent to Jon C. Rittgers,
Acting Regional Administrator, 1
Blackburn Drive, Gloucester, MA 01930.
Mark the outside of the envelope,
“Comments on Proposed Rule for
Permit Consistency.”

Copies of these amendments, the
regulatory impact review, and the

environmental assessment are available
from Executive Director, Mid-Atlantic
Fishery Management Council, Room
2115 Federal Building, 300 S. New
Street, Dover, DE 19904-6790, or from
Executive Director, New England
Fishery Management Council, 5
Broadway, Saugus, MA 01906-1036.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Richard A. Pearson, Fishery Policy
Analyst, 978-281-9279.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: These
proposed amendments would
implement consistent measures to
govern permit-associated activities for
all Northeast Region FMPs which have
limited access permits. None of the
proposed measures would apply
retroactively. The measures would (1)
allow a one-time vessel upgrade/
replacement allowance of 10 percent in
size (length overall, gross registered
tons, and net tons, or 20 percent in
horsepower for all limited access
permits except American lobster (an
engine horsepower increase may be
performed separately from a vessel size
increase); (2) require that the fishing and
permit history of a vessel and the
replacement vessel be owned by the
same person when transferring limited
access permits to replacement vessels;
(3) allow voluntary replacement of
vessels, regardless of vessel condition;
(4) require that the fishing and permit
history of a vessel transfer with the
vessel whenever it is bought, sold, or
otherwise transferred, unless there is a
written agreement between the buyer
and seller, or other credible written
evidence, verifying that the seller is
retaining the vessel’s fishing and permit
history for purposes of replacing the
vessel; (5) set the effective date of these
amendments as the vessel baseline
specification date for FMPs without

baselines (scup, Loligo/butterfish, Illex,
black sea bass, and mahogany quahog);
(6) set the effective date of these
amendments as the revised replacement
baseline date and the newly established
upgrade baseline date for the summer
flounder FMP; (7) authorize the
permanent voluntary relinquishment of
permit eligibility; (8) implement a
restriction on permit splitting; and (9)
require a one-time Confirmation of
Permit History registration, and annual
permit renewal. For the American
Lobster FMP, the amendments would
prohibit permit splitting and require a
one-time Confirmation of Permit History
registration.

A proposed rule that would
implement the FMP amendments may
be published in the Federal Register for
public comment, following NMFS’
evaulation of the proposed rule under
the procedures of the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act. Public comments on the proposed
rule must be received by the end of the
comment period on the FMP
amendments in order to be considered
in the approval/disapproval decision on
the FMP amendments. All comments
received by December 14, 1998, whether
specifically directed to the FMP
amendments or the proposed rule, will
be considered in the approval/
disapproval decision. Comments
received after that date will not be
considered in the approval/disapproval
decision on the FMP amendment.

Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
Dated: October 8, 1998.

Bruce C. Morehead,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27637 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-F
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Forest Service

Northwest Sacramento Provincial
Advisory Committee (PAC)

AGENCY: Forest Service, USDA.
ACTION: Notice of meeting.

SUMMARY: The Northwest Sacramento
Provincial Advisory Committee (PAC)
will meet on October 9, 1998, at the
BLM Conference Room, 355 Hemstead,
Redding, California. The meeting will
begin at 9:00 am and adjourn at 5:00
pm. Agenda items include: (1) PAC
Recombination Proposal; (2) Pit River
Hydroelectric (FERC) Relicensing
Project; (3) Clear Creek Watershed—
update on grant proposals (CalFed and
EPA); and (4) Public Communication
Team Proposal. All PAC meetings are
open to the public. Interested citizens
are encouraged to attend.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Connie Hendryx, USDA, Klamath
National Forest, 1312 Fairlane Road,
Yreka, California 96097; telephone 530—
841-4468.

Dated: October 8, 1998.
Patrick G. Pontes,
Acting Forest Supervisor.
[FR Doc. 98-27642 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-11-M

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Natural Resources Conservation
Service

Notice of Proposed Change to Section
IV of the Field Office Technical Guide
(FOTG) of the Natural Resources
Conservation Service in Connecticut
and Rhode Island

AGENCY: Natural Resources
Conservation Service (NRCS) in

Connecticut and Rhode Island, U.S.
Department of Agriculture.

ACTION: Notice of availability of
proposed changes in Section IV of the
FOTG of the NRCS in Connecticut and
Rhode Island for review and comment.

SUMMARY: It is the intention of the NRCS
in Connecticut and Rhode Island to
issue revised conservation practice
standards: Riparian Forest Buffer (Code
391A), Riparian Herbaceous Buffer
(Code 759), Restoration and
Management of Natural Ecosystems
(Code 766).

DATES: Comments will be received until
November 16, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Inquire in writing to Margo L. Wallace,
State Conservationist, Natural Resources
Conservation Service (NRCS), 16
Professional Park Road, Storrs,
Connecticut 06268—1299. Copies of the
practice standards will be made
available upon written request.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section
343 of the Federal Agriculture
Improvement and Reform Act of 1996
states that revisions made after
enactment of the law to NRCS State
Technical Guides used to carry out
highly erodible land and wetland
provisions of the law shall be made
available for public review and
comment. For the next 30 days the
NRCS in Connecticut and Rhode Island
will receive comments relative to the
proposed changes. Following that
period a determination will be made by
the NRCS in Connecticut and Rhode
Island regarding deposition of those
comments and a final determination of
change will be made.

Dated: September 28, 1998.
Margo L. Wallace,

State Conservationist, Natural Resources
Conservation Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27589 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-16-U

COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS

Hearing on the Americans With
Disabilities Act

AGENCY: Commission on Civil Rights.
ACTION: Notice of hearing.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given
pursuant to the provisions of the Civil

Rights Commission Amendments Act of
1994, Section 3, Public Law 103—-419,
108 Stat. 4338, as amended, and 45 CFR
702.3., that a public hearing before the
U.S. Commission on Civil Rights will
commence on Thursday, November 12
through Friday, November 13, 1998,
beginning daily at 8:00 a.m., in the
Washington Room, at the Washington
Plaza Hotel, 10 Thomas Circle, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20005. The purpose of
the hearing is to collect information
within the jurisdiction of the
Commission, under 45 CFR 702.2,
related particularly to discrimination
against qualified individuals with a
disability in regard to either
employment or the delivery of services,
programs or activities of state and local
government under Title | and Title Il,
Subtitle A of the Americans With
Disabilities Act.

The Commission is authorized to hold
hearings and to issue subpoenas for the
production of documents and the
attendance of witnesses pursuant to 45
CFR 701.2(c). The Commission is an
independent bipartisan, fact finding
agency authorized to study, collect, and
disseminate information, and to
appraise the laws and policies of the
Federal Government, and to study and
collect information with respect to
discrimination or denials of equal
protection of the laws under the
Constitution because of race, color,
religion, sex, age, disability, or national
origin, or in the administration of
justice.

Hearing impaired persons who will
attend the hearing and require the
services of a sign language interpreter,
should contact Betty Edmiston,
Administrative Services and
Clearinghouse Division at (202) 376—
8105 (TDD (202) 376-8116), at least five
(5) working days before the scheduled
date of the hearing.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Barbara Brooks, Press and

Communications (202) 376-8312.
Dated: October 9, 1998.

Stephanie Y. Moore,

General Counsel.

[FR Doc. 98-27675 Filed 10-9-98; 2:34 pm]

BILLING CODE 6335-01-M
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Bureau of the Census

Census Advisory Committees on the
African American Population, the
American Indian and Alaska Native
Populations, the Asian and Pacific
Islander Populations, and the Hispanic
Population

AGENCY: Bureau of the Census,
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of public meeting.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (P.L. 92—-463 as
amended by Public Law 94-409, Public
Law 96-523, and Public Law 97-375),
we are giving notice of a joint meeting,
followed by separate and concurrently
held meetings of the Census Advisory
Committees (CACs) on the African
American Population, the American
Indian and Alaska Native Populations,
the Asian and Pacific Islander
Populations, and the Hispanic
Population.

The CACs on the African American,
American Indian and Alaska Native,
and Hispanic Populations are comprised
of 9 members each, and the Asian and
Pacific Islander is comprised of 13
members. The Secretary of Commerce
appoints the members. The Committees
provide a channel of communication
between the representative communities
and the Bureau of the Census on its
efforts to reduce the differential in the
count for Census 2000 and on ways that
census data can be disseminated to
maximum usefulness to their
communities and other users.

The Committees will draw on past
experience with the 1990 census
process and procedures, results of
evaluations and research studies, and
the expertise and insight of their
members to provide advice and
recommendations for the
implementation and evaluation phases
of Census 2000.

DATES: The joint meeting will convene
on November 5-6, 1998. The November
5 meeting will begin at 8:30 a.m. and
end at 5 p.m; the November 6 meeting
will begin at 8:45 a.m. and end at 4 p.m.
Last-minute changes to the schedule are
possible, which could prevent us from
giving advance notice.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will take place
in the Francis Amasa Walker
Conference Center at the Bureau of the
Census, Federal Building 3, 4700 Silver
Hill Road, Suitland, MD 20746.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Maxine Anderson-Brown, Committee
Liaison Officer, Department of
Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Room

1647, Federal Building 3, Washington,
DC 20233, telephone 301-457-2308,
TDD 301-457-2540.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
agenda for the November 5 combined
meeting, which will begin at 8:30 a.m.
and end at 5 p.m., will include
discussions on: (1) The Dress Rehearsal
procedures and operation and
evaluation; (2) Committee members’
observations of Dress Rehearsal; and (3)
Census 2000, particularly the Language
Program.

The four committees will meet
separately and concurrently in the
morning and in the afternoon. The Joint
Committee meeting will break for the
concurrent meetings. The following are
items that will be included in the
November 5 agendas for the four
committees.

The agenda for the CAC on the
African American Population will
include: (1) The review of Committee
recommendations and responses; (2) an
update on constituency building; (3) the
census information centers update; (4)
models in excellence update; (5)
Committee members’ reports from the
Regional meetings on advertising; (6)
Language Program; and (7) review topics
for next day discussions.

The agenda for the CAC on the
American Indian and Alaska Native
Populations will include: (1) The review
of Committee recommendations and
responses; (2) “Indian Page’ on Census
Web site; (3) an update on statistical
estimation issues; (4) Committee
members’ reports from the regional
meetings on advertising; (5) Language
Program; and (6) a review of topics for
next-day discussions.

The agenda for the CAC on the Asian
and Pacific Islander Populations will
include: (1) Review of Committee
recommendations and responses; (2) an
update on Hawaiian homelands; (3) the
amended charter and subcommittees; (4)
Language Program; (5) the census
information centers updates; (6) a
review of topics for next-day
discussions; (7) Committee members’
reports from the regional meetings on
advertising; and (8) data products.

The agenda for the CAC on the
Hispanic Population will include: (1) A
review of Committee recommendations
and responses; (2) an update on
constituency building; (3) Language
Program; (4) diversity in the work force;
(5) Committee members’ reports from
the regional meetings on advertising; (6)
the census information centers updates;
and (7) a review of topics for next-day
discussions.

The agenda for the November 6
combined meeting, which will begin at

8:45 a.m. and end at 4 p.m., includes:
(1) A discussion of Preliminary Data on
Race and Hispanic Origin from Dress
Rehearsal; (2) Tabulation Guidelines for
Race and Ethnic Data: a discussion with
Office of Management and Budget and
representatives from other federal
agencies; (3) Discussion on Advertising
Campaign and Partnership Activities;
(4) public comment; (5) Advisory
Committee discussion; and (6)
Committee recommendations.

On November 6, the four committees
will meet separately and concurrently in
the afternoon. The Joint Committee will
break for these concurrent meetings.
Each of the four Committees (African
American Population, American Indian
and Alaska Native Populations, Asian
and Pacific Islander Populations, and
Hispanic Population) will address draft
recommendations.

All meetings are open to the public,
and a brief period is set aside on
November 6 for public comment and
questions. Individuals with extensive
guestions or statements must submit
them in writing to the Committee
Liaison Officer named above at least
three days before the meeting.

These meetings are physically
accessible to people with disabilities.
Requests for sign language
interpretation or other auxiliary aids
should be directed to the Committee
Liaison Officer.

Dated: October 8, 1998.
James F. Holmes,
Acting Director, Bureau of the Census.
[FR Doc. 98-27595 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-07-U

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Bureau of the Census

Census Advisory Committee on the
American Indian and Alaska Native
Populations

AGENCY: Bureau of the Census,
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of public meeting.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to the Federal
Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L. 92—
463 as amended by Public Law 94-409,
Public Law 96-523, and Public Law 97—
375), we are giving notice of a meeting
of the Census Advisory Committee on
the American Indian and Alaska Native
Populations.

The Committee is composed of nine
members appointed by the Secretary of
Commerce. The Committee provides a
channel of communication between the
representative communities and the
Bureau of the Census on its efforts to
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reduce the differential in the population
totals from Census 2000 and on ways
that the decennial census data can be
disseminated to maximize usefulness to
their communities and other users.

The Committee will draw on past
experience with the 1990 census
process and procedures, results of
evaluations and research studies, and
the expertise and insight of its members
to provide advice and recommendations
for the implementation and evaluation
phases of Census 2000.

DATES: The meeting will convene on
November 4, 1998. The meeting will
begin at 12 noon and end at 5:15 p.m.
Last-minute changes to the schedule are
possible, which could prevent us from
giving advance notice.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will take place
in the Francis Amasa Walker
Conference Center at the Bureau of the
Census, Federal Building 3, 4700 Silver
Hill Road, Suitland, MD 20746.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Maxine Anderson-Brown, Committee
Liaison Officer, Department of
Commerce, Bureau of the Census, Room
1647, Federal Building 3, Washington,
DC 20233, telephone 301-457-2308,
TDD 301-457-2540.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
agenda for the November 4 meeting,
which will begin at 12 noon and
adjourn at 5:15 p.m., will focus on
updates and plans related to the
enumeration of the American Indian
and Alaska Native Populations,
particularly in American Indian and
Alaska Native areas.

The meeting is open to the public,
and a brief period is set aside, during
the closing session, for public comment
and questions. Those persons with
extensive questions or statements must
submit them in writing to the Census
Bureau Committee Liaison Officer
named above at least three days before
the meeting.

This meeting is physically accessible
to people with disabilities. Requests for
sign language interpretation or other
auxiliary aids should be directed to the
Census Bureau Committee Liaison
Officer.

Dated: October 8, 1998.
James F. Holmes,
Acting Director, Bureau of the Census.
[FR Doc. 98-27594 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-07-U

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Bureau of Export Administration

Information Systems Technical
Advisory Committee; Notice of
Partially Closed Meeting

The Information Systems Technical
Advisory Committee (ISTAC) will meet
on October 27 and 28, 1998, 9:00 a.m.,
Room 1617M-2, in the Herbert C.
Hoover Building, 14th Street between
Constitution and Pennsylvania
Avenues, NW, Washington, DC. This
Committee advises the Office of the
Assistant Secretary for Export
Administration on technical questions
that affect the level of export controls
applicable to information systems
equipment and technology.

October 27
General Session 9:00 am-11:00 am

1. Opening remarks by the Chairman.

2. Discussion on General Accounting
Office reports on High Performance
Computing.

3. Discussion of Composite
Theoretical Performance
recommendations for electronic
subassemblies (chips) and High
Performance Computing.

4. Comments or presentations by the
public.

October 27 and 28:
Closed Session

5. Discussion of matters properly
classified under Executive Order 12958,
dealing with U.S. export control
programs and strategic criteria related
thereto.

The General Session of the meeting is
open to the public and a limited number
of seats will be available. Reservations
are not required. To the extent time
permits, members of the public may
present oral statements to the
Committee. The public may submit
written statments at any time before or
after the meeting. However, to facilitate
distribution of public presentation
materials to Committee members, the
Committee sugguests that public
presentation materials or comments be
forwarded before the meeting to the
address listed below: Ms. Lee Ann
Carpenter, Advisory Committees MS:
3886C, U.S. Department of Commerce,
15th St. & Pennsylvania Ave. NW.,
Washinton, DC 20230.

The Assistant Secretary for
Administration, with the concurrence of
the delegate of the General Counsel,
formaly determined on October 3, 1997,
pursuant to section 10(d) of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act, as amended,
that the series of meetings or portions of

meetings of these Committees and of
any Subcommittees thereof, dealing
with the classified materials listed in 5
U.S.C. 552(c)(1) shall be exempt from
the provisions relating to public
meetings found in section 10(a)(1) and
(2)(3), of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act. The remaining series of
meetings or portions thereof will be
open to the public.

A copy of the Notice of Determination
to close meetings or portions of
meetings of these Committees is
available for public inspection and
copying in the Central Reference and
Records Inspection Facility, Room 6020,
U.S. Department of Commerce,
Washington, DC. For further
information or copies of the minutes
call Lee Ann Carpenter, 202-482-2583.

Dated: October 8, 1998.
Lee Ann Carpenter,
Committee Liaison Officer.
[FR Doc. 98-27730 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 3510-33-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Proceedings: Assessment of
Antidumping Duties

AGENCY: International Trade
Administration/Import Administration,
Department of Commerce.

ACTION: Notice and request for comment
on policy concerning assessment of
antidumping duties and request for
comment.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(the Department) has observed that there
is confusion among parties importing
merchandise into the United States
subject to an antidumping duty order
about the application of the
Department’s regulation on automatic
liquidation where a reseller has been
involved in the chain of commerce for
merchandise. This notice clarifies the
Department’s interpretation of its
automatic-liquidation regulation and
requests public comment before it
adopts a final interpretation.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Joan
L. MacKenzie, Senior Attorney, Office of
the Chief Counsel for Import
Administration, (202) 482-1310, or
Laurie Parkhill, Director, Office 3,
Import Administration, (202) 482-4733.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This
notice proposes to clarify the
Department’s regulation on automatic
liquidation at 19 CFR 351.212(c). At
issue is whether a producer’s company-
specific cash deposit rate can serve as
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the basis for automatic liquidation
under section 351.212(c) where an
intermediary (e.g., a reseller, a trading
company, an exporter) exports the
merchandise and where the entries are
suspended at the producer’s cash-
deposit rate. This notice uses the term
“reseller” to apply to any intermediary
that could be an interested party as
defined in section 771(9)(A) of the Tariff
Act of 1930, as amended (the Act).

Summary of Proposed Clarification

As discussed in detail below, the
Department’s position is that automatic
liquidation at the cash deposit rate
required at the time of entry can only
apply to a reseller if no administrative
review has been requested, either of the
reseller or of any producer of the
merchandise the reseller exported to the
United States, and the reseller does not
have its own cash deposit rate. If the
Department conducts a review of a
producer of the reseller’s merchandise
where entries of the merchandise were
suspended at the producer’s rate,
automatic liquidation will not apply to
the reseller’s sales. If, in the course of
an administrative review, the
Department determines that the
producer knew that the merchandise it
sold to the reseller was destined for the
United States, the reseller’s
merchandise will be liquidated at the
producer’s assessment rate which the
Department calculates for the producer
in the review. If, on the other hand, the
Department determines in the
administrative review that the producer
did not know that the merchandise it
sold to the reseller was destined for the
United States, the reseller’s
merchandise will not be liquidated at
the assessment rate the Department
determines for the producer or
automatically at the rate required as a
deposit at the time of entry. In that
situation, the entries of merchandise
from the reseller during the period of
review will be liquidated at the all-
others rate if there was no company-
specific review of the reseller for that
review period.

Effective Date

The Department proposes that this
clarification apply to all entries for
which the anniversary date for
requesting an administrative review is
on or after the date of publication of a
final notice on this issue.

Discussion

The longstanding principle behind
the Department’s assessment policy is
that company-specific assessment rates
must be based on the sales information
of the first company in the commercial

chain that knew, at the time the
merchandise was sold, that the
merchandise was destined for the
United States. See, e.g., Stainless Steel
Sheet and Strip Products from the
Federal Republic of Germany, 48 FR
20459, 20460 (1983); Small Business
Telephone Systems and Subassemblies
from Korea, 54 FR 53141, 53147-48
(1989); Oil County Tubular Goods from
Canada, 55 FR 50739, 50740 (1990);
Chrome-Plated Lug Nuts from Taiwan,
56 FR 36130 (1991); Antifriction
Bearings (Except Tapered Roller
Bearings) and Parts Thereof from Japan,
56 FR 31754, 31756 (1991); Television
Receivers from Japan, 58 FR 11211,
11216 (1993). If dumping is occurring,
the company that sets the price of the
merchandise sold in the United States is
responsible for the dumping, and any
company-specific assessment rate must
reflect that company’s sales prices to the
United States.

The existence of dumping is initially
determined in a less-than-fair-value
investigation. The Department
investigates all producers, where
practicable (19 CFR 351.204(c)). It also
investigates other foreign interested
parties, if there are resources to do so,
although it is seldom possible to
investigate resellers in an antidumping
investigation (19 CFR 351.204(d)). If the
Department makes a preliminary
affirmative determination that dumping
is occurring, it calculates company-
specific weighted-average dumping
margins for investigated companies (19
CFR 351.204(c)). These dumping
margins are estimates of dumping
activity. The Department also calculates
an “all-others’” dumping margin, which
is the simple average of the calculated
company-specific margins. This rate
applies to entries of merchandise from
producers and exporters for which the
Department has not established a
company-specific rate.

The Department publishes a notice in
the Federal Register of its preliminary
determination and orders the U.S.
Customs Service to collect a bond or
cash deposit at the time the
merchandise subject to the investigation
enters the United States (19 CFR
351.205(d)). The bond/cash deposits
serve as security for the final amount of
dumping liability. The estimated
dumping margins the Department
determines in the investigation set the
bond/cash deposit rate; in other words,
the producer’s company-specific
dumping margin which the Department
determines is the bond/cash deposit rate
for merchandise produced by that
producer and imported into the United
States.

After notice and opportunity for
comment, the Department calculates
final dumping margins. If the
International Trade Commission makes
a final affirmative determination that
the dumping is causing injury to the
U.S. industry, the Department publishes
an antidumping duty order and
instructs the Customs Service to
continue to collect a cash deposit at the
time the merchandise subject to the
order enters the United States; bonds are
no longer an option for importers to post
as security (19 CFR 351.211).

The Department instructs Customs to
apply any reseller’s company-specific
cash deposit rate to entries of
merchandise sold by that reseller. If
there is no company-specific reseller
cash deposit rate and the importer
identifies the producer, the Department
instructs Customs to apply the
producer’s cash deposit rate to the
entry. This logic stems from the fact
that, when subject merchandise enters
the United States through a reseller, the
Department does not know who set the
price of the subject merchandise to the
United States. The Department instructs
Customs to apply the producer’s cash
deposit rate where the producer of the
merchandise is identified on the
assumption that the producer knew that
the merchandise was destined for the
United States. This assumption is more
often true than not. Subject merchandise
sold through a reseller and imported
where there is no company-specific
reseller rate or where the importer did
not identify the producer of the
merchandise is subject to the all-others
cash deposit rate.

After the passage of a year from the
month the antidumping duty order was
published (called the anniversary
month) and annually thereafter,
interested parties must decide whether
to ask the Department to conduct an
administrative review of sales for the
past year under section 751(a)(1) of the
Act. Reasons for such requests will vary;
generally, a party will request a review
of a producer or of an exporter with its
own rate because the party believes the
actual dumping liability is higher or
lower than the cash deposit. Parties may
decide to request a review of a reseller
which does not have its own rate
because they believe the actual dumping
liability is higher or lower than the cash
deposit or, if the producer which
supplied the reseller is reviewed, the
all-others rate.

During the anniversary month, a
domestic interested party or an
interested party described in section
771(9)(B) of the Act may request in
writing that the Secretary conduct an
administrative review of specified
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individual exporters or producers
covered by an order if the requesting
person states why the person desires the
Secretary to review those particular
exporters or producers (19 CFR
351.213). During the same month, an
exporter or producer covered by an
order may request that the Secretary
conduct an administrative review of
only that person. Also during the
anniversary month, an importer of the
merchandise may request that the
Secretary conduct an administrative
review of only an exporter or producer
of the subject merchandise which that
importer imported into the United
States.

If no interested party requests a
review of a producer’s sales, automatic
liquidation applies to entries of
merchandise exported by that producer
(19 CFR 351.212(b)). Because no review
has been requested, there is no reason
to continue to suspend liquidation of
the entries. The producer’s cash deposit
rate at the time of entry serves as the
assessment rate for the entries during
that period. Likewise, entries of a
producer’s merchandise sold to the
United States by a reseller will be
liquidated at the producer’s cash
deposit rate (if there is no company-
specific rate for the reseller at the time
of entry and no review of the reseller or
the producer has been requested).
Because no review has been requested
for either the producer or the reseller,
no one is challenging the assumption,
which the Department made when it
assigned the producer’s cash deposit
rate to the entries from the reseller, that
the producer set the price of the
merchandise which the reseller sold to
the United States.

If, however, an interested party
requests the Department to conduct a
review of the producer’s sales, the
review applies to all sales of the
producer, including any sales to
resellers of the producer’s merchandise,
unless the reseller had its own
company-specific rate at the time of
entry and the producer did not know
that the sales to the reseller were
destined for the United States. In
conducting the review the Department
will determine whether the producer or
the reseller set the price of the
merchandise to the United States, based
on evidence submitted on the record of
the review.

During the course of any
administrative review, the Department
sends questionnaires to the foreign
companies for which reviews have been
initiated, seeking extensive information
on the companies’ sales to the United
States and foreign market sales. A
company reports sales that it knew at

the time of the sale were destined for
the United States as its U.S. sales. At the
conclusion of the review the
Department instructs Customs to assess
antidumping duties at the producer’s
company-specific (or, as applicable,
customer-specific) assessment rate
which the Department determined in
conducting the review.

The producer will report sales of the
subject merchandise for which it did not
know the destination of the
merchandise as foreign market sales.
These may include sales to resellers of
merchandise that ultimately came to the
United States without the producer’s
knowledge where the entries of the
merchandise were suspended at the
producer’s cash deposit rate. Because
the producer did not set the price to the
United States for these sales, these
entries of this merchandise will not be
assessed final antidumping duties at the
producer’s rate at the conclusion of the
review. The rate instead will be based
on the interested party in the chain of
commerce that actually set the price to
the United States. If the Department did
not conduct a review of that party,
however, there is no company-specific
rate applicable to these entries. In the
absence of a company-specific rate, the
Department will base the assessment
rate on the “all-others” rate.

Confusion has arisen because of the
Department’s practice of assigning the
producer’s cash deposit rate to resellers’
merchandise that identifies the
producer at the time of entry. Resellers
have asserted that, if the Department
determined during the review that the
producer did not set the price of the
reseller’s merchandise to the United
States, entries of such merchandise are
subject to automatic liquidation at the
rate required at the time of entry
because no one requested a review of
the reseller. This is inconsistent with
the Department’s assessment policy,
however, that company-specific
assessment rates must be based on the
sales information of the first company in
the commercial chain that knew, at the
time the merchandise was sold, that the
merchandise was destined for the
United States. Since the evidence in the
record of the administrative review
shows that the producer did not set the
price of those sales, the assessment of
duties on merchandise exported by the
resellers cannot be based on the
producer’s rate. As no review of the
reseller’s sales was conducted, there is
no company-specific data on which to
base a company-specific reseller rate.
Therefore, the only appropriate
assessment rate is the all-others rate.

This practice has been upheld by the
Court of International Trade (CIT). A

similar issue arose in litigation
involving televisions from Japan (ABC
International v. United States, 19 C.I.T.
787 (1995)). In this case ABC imported
televisions from Japan, identifying the
producers as Sharp, Toshiba, and JVC.
The cash deposit rates for merchandise
produced by these producers were zero
at the time of entry. Because the
importer identified the producer at the
time of entry, the Department required
the importer to deposit estimated
antidumping duties at the producer’s
cash deposit rate. The Department then
conducted an administrative review of
the producers. Liquidation of ABC’s
entries was suspended during the
conduct of the review, since the
producers identified at the time of entry
were subject to review. The review
resulted in margins for the producers
that ranged from 20 to 40 percent, and
the Department ordered liquidation of
all entries of merchandise produced by
these firms (including ABC’s entries) at
the producers’ rates determined in the
administrative review. ABC did not
participate in the review.

After the entries were liquidated, ABC
sued the Department, alleging that its
entries should have been liquidated
automatically at the zero cash deposit
rate because its entries were not
reviewed. The Department took the
position that, because the review was
closed and because ABC did not either
participate in the review of the
producers or request a review of the
exporter/reseller, it was foreclosed from
raising the issue in a protest. The CIT
upheld the Department, noting that
automatic liquidation applies only
where there was no review of the
reseller or the producer of the reseller’s
merchandise.

The Department recognizes that this
policy will increase the need of resellers
to participate in the Department’s
proceedings. If a reseller believes that
the producer is not setting the price to
the United States, it should participate
in the administrative review on this
issue. The only way that reseller or
exporter can have its own company-
specific rate is to have an administrative
review of its own.

The Department invites comments on
this clarification. Written comments are
due October 30, 1998. Address written
comments to Robert S. LaRussa,
Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration, Dockets Center, Room
1870, Pennsylvania Avenue and 14th
Street , N.W., Washington, D.C. 20230.
Attention: Laurie Parkhill, Comment on
Automatic Liquidation.
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Dated: October 8, 1998.
Robert S. LaRussa,

Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. 98-27729 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration

Change in Policy Regarding Timing of
Issuance of Critical Circumstances
Determinations

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(““the Department’’) has revised its
policy regarding the timing of issuance
of critical circumstances
determinations. We are now announcing
this change in policy.

DATES: This policy is effective October
7, 1998 with respect to all ongoing and
future investigations.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Bernard Carreau, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, N.W., Washington D.C. 20230;
telephone: (202) 482-1780.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Policy Bulletin 98/4: Timing of Issuance
of Critical Circumstances
Determinations

Statement of Issue

Whether Commerce should make a
determination of critical circumstances
before issuing a preliminary
determination in an antidumping
investigation.

Analysis

Where critical circumstances exist,
U.S. law and the WTO Agreement on
Implementation of Article VI of the
General Agreement on Tariffs and Trade
1994 (the Antidumping Agreement)
provide for the imposition of
antidumping measures retroactively for
a period of 90 days prior to the
preliminary determination of dumping.
The purpose of this provision is to
ensure that the statutory remedy is not
undermined by massive imports
following initiation of an investigation.
Section 733(e) of the Tariff Act of 1930,
as amended (the Act), permits the
Department to make a preliminary
critical circumstances determination at
any time after initiation of an
investigation. Changes in the

Antidumping Agreement also provide
for critical circumstances decisions
prior to a preliminary determination of
dumping. Consequently, Commerce is
revising its critical circumstances
practice to more fully utilize the
flexibility provided by the statute and
the Antidumping Agreement so that
dumping is remedied to the fullest
extent provided under the law. Under
this new practice, a preliminary
determination regarding critical
circumstances may be made prior to the
preliminary determination of dumping,
assuming adequate evidence of critical
circumstances is available.

Section 733(e) of the Act directs
Commerce to issue critical
circumstances determinations
“promptly (at any time after the
initiation of the investigation under this
subtitle)” as long as an allegation is
made in the petition or at any time more
than 20 days before the final
determination. While there is no further
guidance in the statute, the regulations
provide that preliminary critical
circumstances findings shall be made
“not later than the preliminary
determination,” if the allegation is
submitted at least 20 days before the
preliminary determination, and “within
30 days after the petitioner submits the
allegation,” if the allegation is
submitted later than 20 days before the
preliminary determination. 19 CFR
351.206(c).

In order to make a preliminary finding
of critical circumstances, section 733(e)
of the Act requires that there be a
reasonable basis to believe or suspect
that:

1. There is a history of dumping
causing material injury, or, that the
importer knew or should have known of
dumping and likely injury; and

2. There have been massive imports of
the subject merchandise over a
relatively short period.

The regulations define ‘“massive
imports” as an increase of 15 percent
during the relatively short period. 19
CFR 351.206(h) The regulations define
“relatively short period’ as normally
the three-month period after initiation
of an investigation. 19 CFR 8§ 351.206(i)
Thus, Commerce has traditionally
compared the three-month period
immediately after initiation with the
three-month period immediately
preceding initiation to determine
whether there has been at least a 15
percent increase in imports of the
subject merchandise. Because of
constraints on the availability of data, as
a practical matter, it is virtually
impossible to make a critical
circumstances finding much before the

preliminary determination, as long as
these two base periods are used.
However, section 351.206(i) further
provides that:

* * * if the Secretary finds that importers, or
exporters or producers, had reason to believe,
at some time prior to the beginning of the
proceeding, that a proceeding was likely,
then the Secretary may consider a period of
not less than three months from that earlier
time.

Therefore, if the facts of a particular
case show that importers, exporters or
producers had reason to believe that a
case was likely to be filed, the
regulations make clear that earlier base
periods can be used to measure massive
imports. If earlier base periods are
chosen, in accordance with this
regulatory provision, and a comparison
of these periods shows massive imports,
the Secretary would still need to find
that there has been a history of dumping
and injury, or importer knowledge of
dumping and likely injury, in order to
make a critical circumstances finding.
As with current practice, the
Department would look at such factors
as past U.S. dumping cases, cases in
other countries, the International Trade
Commission’s (ITC) preliminary
determination, information supplied in
the petition, and other relevant
information available at the time of the
Department’s critical circumstances
determination. Because the ITC’s
preliminary determination of injury is
normally important for this analysis, we
anticipate that the earliest point at
which a critical circumstances
determination would be made is shortly
after the ITC’s preliminary injury
determination, which normally occurs
45 days after the filing of the petition.

Statement of Policy

If the facts of a case show that
importers, exporters, or producers had
knowledge that a case was likely to be
filed, and the other statutory and
regulatory criteria for finding critical
circumstances are met, Commerce
should issue its preliminary finding on
critical circumstances before the
preliminary determination, and as soon
as possible after initiation.

Implementation

This practice will be implemented in
all ongoing and future cases where an
allegation of critical circumstances is
made and the facts of the case support
an early critical circumstances finding,
in accordance with the statutory and
regulatory criteria.
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Dated: October 8, 1998.
Robert S. LaRussa,

Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. 98-27667 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Report of Right Whale Sighting;
Proposed Collection; Comment
Request

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed and/or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Public Law 104-13 (44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A)).

DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before December 14,
1998.

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Linda Engelmeier, Departmental
Forms Clearance Officer, Department of
Commerce, Room 5327, 14th and
Constitution Avenue, NW, Washington
DC 20230.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument(s) and instructions should
be directed to Greg Silber, Office of
Protected Resources, National Marine
Fisheries Service, 1315 East-West
Highway, Silver Spring, Maryland
20910; (phone 301-713-2322 or fax
301-713-4060).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

|. Abstract

The Marine Mammal Protection Act
mandates the protection and
conservation of marine mammals and
makes the killing or serious injury of
marine mammals a violation of the Act.
The northern right whale (Eubalaena
glacialis) has been recognized as the
world’s most endangered large whale
species. Vessel interactions are
identified as one of the major threats
facing these whales especially collisions
with and disturbances from, vessels.
Human interactions with right whales
are a very serious problem for right
whales in the western North Atlantic. In
particular, where human activities
coincide with the distribution of right
whales off the east coast of the United
States, especially where vessel traffic

and similar activities occur, there is the
potential that right whales may be
disturbed or their behavior otherwise
altered, or that they may be injured or
killed. In addition to disturbances
caused by vessel movement or noise,
vessels may affect right whales
indirectly. For example, feeding
behavior may be interrupted or affected
as a result of a vessel breaking up dense
surface zooplankton patches in certain
feeding areas. The National Marine
Fisheries Service (NMFS) issued
regulations that prohibit all approaches
within 500 yards (460m), whether by
vessel, aircraft or other means, and
requires whale avoidance measures
under specified circumstances.
Similarly, NMFS has recognized that
approaches to marine mammals by
aircraft below certain altitudes has the
potential to harass marine mammals and
has imposed restrictions on these types
of approaches as conditions in various
permits. If a right whale is positively
identified, lookouts and/or vessel
operators are encouraged to report the
right whale sighting and location to the
U.S. Coast Guard or other appropriate
port authority, and request assistance if
appropriate. Knowledge of the location
of right whales may help prevent
collisions and allow vessels to
implement appropriate whale avoidance
measures.

1. Method of Collection

If a right whale is positively identified
and observed near a port, in a channel,
in an established shipping lane, or in
other areas with a high concentration of
shipping activity, a vessel operator is
encouraged to report the sighting to the
U.S. Coast Guard or other appropriate
port authority, and request assistance, if
appropriate. Instructions from the Coast
Guard or other port authority may
require a collection of information. For
example, the Coast Guard may require a
vessel operator to respond on channel
16 of VHF radio.

I11. Data

OMB Number: 0648-0322.

Form Number: N/A.

Type of Review: Regular submission.

Affected Public: Business or other for-
profit; individuals, not-for profit
institutions; Federal government; and
state, local, or tribal governments (vessel
operators).

Estimated Number of Respondents:
30.

Estimated Time Per Response: 15
minutes.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 8.

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $0.

1V. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
they also will become a matter of public
record.

Dated: October 8, 1998.
Linda Engelmeier,

Departmental Forms Clearance Officer, Office
of the Chief Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 98-27592 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Intent To Prepare a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement and
Notice of Scoping Meetings for the
Proposed Tortugas Ecological Reserve
in the Florida Keys National Marine
Sanctuary

AGENCY: Department of Commerce
(DOC), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
National Ocean Service (NOS), Office of
Ocean and Coastal Resource
Management (OCRM), Sanctuaries and
Reserves Division (SRD).

ACTION: Notice of intent; Notice of
scoping meetings.

SUMMARY: SRD has initiated the process
to establish an Ecological Reserve
within the Florida Keys National Marine
Sanctuary (FKNMS or Sanctuary) west
of the Dry Tortugas National Park. The
Sanctuary intends to prepare a
Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement (SEIS) and hold scoping
meetings to receive public input.

DATES AND ADDRESSES: Interested parties
are invited to submit written comments
by December 17, 1998, to assure full
consideration during the scoping
process. Written comments may be sent
to Billy D. Causey, Superintendent,
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Florid Key National Marine Sanctuary,
Post Office Box 500368, Marathon,
Florida 33050. Comments will be
available for public review at the
Florida Keys National Marine Sanctuary
office at 5550 Overseas Highway in
Marathon during normal business
hours.

Scoping meetings are being held as
follows:

October 27, 1998: 2-5 p.m.—
Washington D.C., Department of
Commerce Main Auditorium, 14th
Street and Constitution Avenue.

October 29: 3-8 p.m.—Ft. Myers
Convention Center.

November 9: 3-8 p.m.—Key West
Holiday Inn Beachside.

November 10: 3-8 p.m.—Marathon High
School.

November 17: 3-8 p.m.—Miami,
location to be determined and
announced through local media
outlets.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:

Billy D. Causey at (305) 743-2437 ext.

26.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The

Florida Keys National Marine Sanctuary

was designated by an act of Congress

entitled the Florida Keys National

Marine Sanctuary and Protection Act

(FKNMSPA, Pub. L. 101-605) which

was signed into law on November 16,

1990. The Sanctuary was designated to

protect the 2800 square nautical mile

ecosystem surrounding the Florida

Keys, including the third largest barrier

reef system in the world. A Final

Management Plan and Environmental

Impact Statement for the Sanctuary was

issued in 1996 and final regulations to

implement the plan went into effect in

July 1997.

The Final Management Plan and
regulations established one Ecological
Reserve (ER) in the Middle Keys
(Western Sambo Ecological Reserve). An
ER is defined as an area of the Sanctuary
consisting of contiguous, diverse
habitats, within which uses are subject
to conditions, restrictions and
prohibitions, including access
restrictions, intended to minimize
human influences, to provide natural
spawning, nursery, and permanent
residence areas for the replenishment
and genetic protection of marine life,
and also to protect and preserve natural
assemblages of habitats and species
within areas representing a broad
diversity of resources and habitats
found within the Sanctuary (15 CFR
922.162). Consumptive uses such as
removing, taking or damaging coral, fish
or seagrass are prohibited in an ER.
During the development of the Draft

Management Plan, NOAA had proposed
an additional ER in the Tortugas area
within the Sanctuary but deferred the
process to establish a boundary or
regulations for the Tortugas ER until
after implementation of the Final
Management Plan. This process,
estimated to take approximately two
years and referred to as *“Tortugas
2000,” will include coordination with
the National Park Service, fishing
representatives, scientists, and others.
There will also be extensive opportunity
for public input.

This notice announces NOAA's intent
to prepare a Supplemental
Environmental Impact Statement and
hold scoping meetings on the proposed
project. Formal scoping meetings are
scheduled as detailed above. The public
is invited to attend the scoping meetings
to provide oral or written comments.
Interested persons may also submit
wirtten comments to the address above.

(Federal Domestic Assistance Catalog

Number 11.429 Marine Sanctuary Program)
Dated: October 8, 1998.

John Oliver,

Policy, Management, and Information Officer
National Ocean Service.

FR Doc. 98-27643 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-08-M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[1.D. 100698C]

Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic
Zone Off Alaska; Public Scoping
Meeting; Avoiding Interactions
Between Steller Sea Lions and Pollock
Fisheries in the Gulf of Alaska and
Bering Sea/Aleutian Islands Region

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Department of Commerce (DOC).

ACTION: Notice of scoping meetings.

SUMMARY: Under the Endangered
Species Act, section 7 consultations are
being conducted on the pollock fisheries
in the Gulf of Alaska and Bering Sea/
Aleutian Islands region and their
potential effect(s) on the endangered
western population of Steller sea lions
and on their critical habitat. If the
consultations result in a determination
that the pollock fisheries jeopardize the
survival and recovery of the western
population or adversely modify their
critical habitat, then reasonable and
prudent alternatives will be required to

avoid these effects. NMFS announces
two public scoping meetings to discuss
the fisheries’ potential impact on Steller
sea lions and on their critical habitat
and possible mechanisms for
implementing any necessary reasonable
and prudent alternatives.

DATES: The meetings are scheduled as
follows:

1. October 23, 1998, 9:00 a.m. to 5:00
p-m., Seattle, WA

2. October 26, 1998, 9:00 a.m. to 5:00
p.m., Anchorage, AK

ADDRESSES: The meetings will be held at
the following locations:

1. Seattle—Alaska Fisheries Science
Center, (Room 2039, Building 4), 7600
Sand Point Way, NE, Seattle, WA 98115

2. Anchorage—Anchorage Federal
Building, (Room 154), 222 West 7th
Avenue, Anchorage, AK 99513

To request special accommodations,
contact Ursula Jorgenson, Protected
Resources, Alaska Region, NMFS, P.O.
Box 21668, Juneau, AK 99802, 907-586—
7235.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tim
Ragen, 907-586—-7248.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pollock
fishing in the Gulf of Alaska and Bering
Sea/Aleutian Islands region may affect
the status and trends of the endangered
western population of Steller sea lions
or its critical habitat and may impede
the recovery and conservation of this
population. If NMFS determines that the
pollock fisheries jeopardize the
continued existence of this population
or adversely modify its critical habitat,
then reasonable and prudent
alternatives will be required. NMFS has
scheduled the scoping meetings
specified to provide the public an
opportunity to discuss possible
interactions between the fisheries and
sea lions and measures to avoid such
interactions.

Special Accommodations

The meetings are physically
accessible to people with disabilities.
Requests for sign language
interpretation or other auxiliary aids
should be directed to Ursula Jorgenson
at the NMFS Regional Office at least 5
days prior to the hearing date (see
ADDRESSES).

Authority: 16 U.S.C. et seq.
Dated: October 7, 1998.

Bruce C. Morehead,

Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27587 Filed 10-8-98; 4:59 pm]
BILLING CODE 3510-22—F



Federal Register/Vol. 63, No. 199/ Thursday, October 15, 1998/ Notices

55367

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[1.D. 100598A]

Advisory Committee to the U.S.
Section of the International
Commission for the Conservation of
Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) Fall Meeting

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of public meeting.

SUMMARY: The Advisory Committee to
the U.S. Section of ICCAT will hold its
annual fall meeting on November 1
through 3, 1998.

DATES: The open sessions will be held
on November 1, 1998, from 1 p.m. - 6
p.m. and November 2, 1998, from 8 a.m.
- 1:00 p.m. Closed sessions will be held
on November 2 from 2:15 p.m. - 6 p.m.
and on November 3 from 8 a.m. -1 p.m.
Written comments should be received
no later than October 30, 1998.
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
the Holiday Inn, 8777 Georgia Avenue,
Silver Spring, MD. Written comments
should be sent to Kim Blankenbeker,
Executive Secretary to the Advisory
Committee, NOAA-Fisheries/SF4, 1315
East-West Highway, Silver Spring, MD
20910.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Jonathon Krieger, (301) 713-2276.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Advisory Committee to the U.S. Section
to ICCAT will meet in two open
sessions to consider information being
presented on stock status of highly
migratory species and 1997 management
recommendations of ICCAT’s Standing
Committee on Research and Statistics
(SCRS). Also in the open sessions, the
Advisory Committee will review and
consider the results of the Committee’s
regional meetings, and implementation
of 1997 and prior ICCAT
recommendations and resolutions.
Furthermore, the Committee will review
highly migratory species research and
management activities, including a
consultation on the Draft Fishery
Management Plan for Highly Migratory
Species, an overview of the status of
recommendations resulting from the
Advisory Committee’s 1998 Species
Working Group Workshop, and the
Comprehensive Research and
Monitoring Plan for Highly Migratory
Species. Both sessions will be open to
the public; however, the November 1
session will be the only opportunity for
public comment. Written comments are

encouraged and, if mailed, should be
received by October 30, 1998, (See
ADDRESSES). Written comments can also
be submitted during the open sessions
of the Advisory Committee meeting.

The Advisory Committee shall go into
executive session for the afternoon
session of November 2 and for the entire
November 3 session to discuss sensitive
information.

Special Accommodations

The meeting locations are physically
accessible to people with disabilities.
Requests for sign language
interpretation or other auxiliary aids
should be directed to Jonathon Krieger
at (301) 713-2276 at least 5 days prior
to the meeting date.

Dated: October 8, 1998.
Bruce C. Morehead,

Deputy Office Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 98-27681 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-F

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Patent and Trademark Office

Supplemental Declaration for Reissue
Patent Application (37 CFR 1.175)
(Proposed Addition to 0651-0033, Post
Allowance)

ACTION: Proposed collection; comment
request.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(DOC), as part of its continuing effort to
reduce paperwork and respondent
burden, invites the general public and
other Federal agencies to comment on
the continuing and proposed
information collection, as required by
the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Public Law 104-13 (44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A)).

DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before December 14,
1998.

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Linda Engelmeier, Departmental
Forms Clearance Officer, Department of
Commerce, Room 5327, 14th and
Constitution Avenue, NW, Washington,
DC 20230.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information
should be directed to the attention of
Robert J. Spar, Patent and Trademark
Office, Crystal Park 1—Suite 520, 2011
Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA 22202, by
telephone at (703) 308-5107 or by
facsimile transmission to (703) 308—
6916.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

|. Abstract

The Patent and Trademark Office
(PTO) has the authority, under 35 USC
§ 251, to reissue a patent to correct any
errors in the original patent which
occurred “without any deceptive
intention”’ on the part of the patentee.
To obtain a reissue patent, the patentee
files a reissue application with the PTO.
The PTO reviews the application, and if
it meets the statutory and regulatory
requirements for a reissue patent, the
PTO will reissue the patent as long as
the patentee surrenders the original
patent. One of these requirements is that
a reissue oath or declaration be included
with the application. The PTO requires
the patentee under 37 CFR 1.175 to
include an explanation of why the
errors being corrected by the reissue
occurred without any deceptive intent.
As a result of this requirement, if any
additional changes are made during the
reissue application examination
process, the patentee has to submit a
supplemental reissue oath or
declaration stating that the additional
errors also occurred without any
deceptive intention. If the patentee does
not submit a supplemental reissue oath
or declaration, the examiner must reject
the reissue application. See Changes to
Patent Practice and Procedure; Final
Rule Notice, 62 FR 53131, 5316566
(October 10, 1997), 1203 Off. Gaz. Pat.
Office 63, 92 (October 21, 1997).

The PTO requires under 37 CFR 1.175
that the patentee submit a supplemental
oath or declaration which asserts only
that any error corrected during
examination of the reissue application,
which was not covered by the oath or
declaration filed originally, arose
without any deceptive intention on the
part of the applicant. Under 37 CFR
1.175 as recently amended, the patentee
no longer has to provide the details of
how those errors occurred without any
deceptive intention. Specifically, when
changes are made during the reissue
application examination process, the
recently amended 37 CFR 1.175(b)
requires only a supplemental oath or
declaration by the applicant stating that,
“‘every error in the patent which was
corrected in the present reissue
application, and which is not covered
by the prior oath(s)/declaration(s)
submitted in this application, arose
without any deceptive intention on the
part of the applicant”.

The PTO believes that the
requirement for the supplemental oath
or declaration is necessary because 35
U.S.C. §251 does not authorize the
correction of any errors that occurred
with deceptive intention. A
supplemental oath or declaration would
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prohibit patentees from trying to correct
any errors that occurred with deceptive
intent in a reissue patent application
that was originally filed to correct, with
an oath or declaration that covers only
those errors which occurred without
any deception. The PTO believes that
the supplemental oath or declaration
will prohibit the patentee from
attempting to “‘piggyback’ corrections of
errors that occurred with deceptive
intent in a reissue originally filed to
correct an error that occurred without
deceptive intent. Errors that occurred
with deceptive intent cannot be
corrected by a reissue patent.
Originally, the PTO did not provide a
form for a supplemental oath or
declaration because 37 CFR 1.175
required application-specific facts. Now
that 37 CFR 1.175(b) has been revised to
require only a general statement, the
PTO has designed Form PTO/SB/51S,
Supplemental Declaration for Reissue
Patent Application (37 CFR 1.175). This

form does not replace Form PTO/SB/51,
Reissue Application Declaration By The
Inventor or Form PTO/SB/52, Reissue
Application Declaration By The
Assignee, which are used by the
patentee or assignee in the originally
filed reissue patent application. The
additional form, PTO/SB/51S, is used to
provide the required statement that
‘“every error in the patent which was
corrected in the present reissue
application, and which is not covered
by the prior oath(s)/declaration(s)
submitted in this application, arose
without any deceptive intention on the
part of the applicant”.

I11. Method of Collection

By mail, facsimile, and hand-carry
when the patentee wishes to file a
reissue patent application.

I11. Data

OMB Number: 0651-0033.
Form Number: PTO/SB/51S.

Type of Review: A proposed addition
to a previously approved collection.
Affected Public: Individuals or
households, businesses or other for-
profit, not-for-profit institutions, farms,
state, local or tribal governments, and
the Federal Government.
Estimated Number of Respondents:
350 responses per year.
Estimated Time Per Response: It is
estimated to take approximately 1.8
minutes to complete the supplemental
declaration for a reissue patent
application under 37 CFR 1.175.
Estimated Total Annual Respondent
Burden Hours: 10.5 hours per year for
the entire application.
Estimated Total Annual Respondent
Cost Burden: $1,837.50 per year for the
new requirement. It is estimated that the
addition of the supplemental
declaration to this information
collection will increase the total burden
cost to $6,129,912.50

Estimated time

Estimated an-

Estimated an-

Title of form Form Nos. for response nual burden nual re-

(mins.) hours sponses
Supplemental Declaration For Reissue Patent Application (37 CFR 1.175) ..... PTO/SB/51S 1.8 10.5 350
TOLAIS ettt sttt esneen | beeseeennenneenes | eereeenee e 10.5 350

Annual Burden Hours: 43,893
previous +10.5 additional = 43,903.50
total annual burden hours.

1V. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, e.g., the use of
automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
they will also become a matter of public
record.

Dated: October 8, 1998.
Linda Engelmeier,

Departmental Forms Clearance Officer, Office
of the Chief Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 98-27593 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-16-P

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Adjustment of Import Limits for Certain
Wool and Man-Made Fiber Textile
Products Produced or Manufactured in
Bulgaria

October 8, 1998.

AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).

ACTION: Issuing a directive to the
Commissioner of Customs adjusting
limits.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 15, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Naomi Freeman, International Trade
Specialist, Office of Textiles and
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce,
(202) 482-4212. For information on the
guota status of these limits, refer to the
Quota Status Reports posted on the
bulletin boards of each Customs port or
call (202) 927-5850. For information on
embargoes and quota re-openings, call
(202) 482-3715.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural
Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854);
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
amended.

The current limits for Categories 433
and 435 are being increased for swing,
reducing the limit for Categories 410/
624 to account for the swing being
applied.

A description of the textile and
apparel categories in terms of HTS
numbers is available in the
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (see
Federal Register notice 62 FR 66057,
published on December 17, 1997). Also
see 62 FR 62564, published on
November 24, 1997.

D. Michael Hutchinson,
Acting Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

October 8, 1998.

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC
20229.

Dear Commissioner: This directive
amends, but does not cancel, the directive
issued to you on November 19, 1997, by the
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements. That directive
concerns imports of certain wool and man-
made fiber textile products, produced or
manufactured in Bulgaria and exported
during the twelve-month period which began
on January 1, 1998 and extends through
December 31, 1998.
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Effective on October 15, 1998, you are
directed to adjust the current limits for the
following categories, as provided for in the
agreement between the Governments of the
United States and Bulgaria:

Adjusted twelve-month

Category limit 1

410/624 2,401,543 square me-
ters of which not
more than 836,774
square meters shall
be in Category 410.

14,975 dozen.

26,047 dozen.

1The limits have not been adjusted to ac-
count for any imports exported after December
31, 1997.

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception of the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553(a)(1).

Sincerely,

D. Michael Hutchinson,

Acting Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc. 98-27713 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-F

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Amendment of Export Visa
Requirements for Certain Cotton,
Wool, Man-Made Fiber, Silk Blend and
Other Vegetable Fiber Textiles and
Textile Products Produced or
Manufactured in the People’s Republic
of China

October 8, 1998.

AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).

ACTION: Issuing a directive to the
Commissioner of Customs providing for
the use of a new textile export license/
commercial invoice printed on jade
green guilloche patterned background
paper.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 1999.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Janet Heinzen, International Trade
Specialist, Office of Textiles and
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce,
(202) 482-4212.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural
Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854);
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
amended.

The Governments of the United States
and the People’s Republic of China have
agreed to amend the existing export visa
requirements to provide for the use of a

new textile export license/commercial
invoice, issued by the Government of
the People’s Republic of China, for
shipments of goods produced or
manufactured in China and exported
from China on and after January 1, 1999.
The new license/invoice shall be
printed on jade green guilloche
patterned background paper with the
map of the People’s Republic of China
in the middle. The jade green form
replaces the light purple export license/
commercial invoice currently in use.
The visa stamp is not being changed at
this time.

Shipments of textile and apparel
products which are produced or
manufactured in China and exported
from China during the period January 1,
1999 through January 31, 1999 may be
accompanied by a visa printed on either
the light purple background paper or the
jade green background paper as
described above. Both the light purple
and the jade green forms have a map of
the People’s Republic of China in the
middle.

See 62 FR 15465, published on April
1, 1997.

D. Michael Hutchinson,

Acting Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

October 8, 1998.

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC
20229.

Dear Commissioner: This directive
amends, but does not cancel, the directive
issued to you on March 27, 1997, by the
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements. That directive
establishes an export visa arrangement for
certain cotton, wool, man-made fiber, silk
blend, and other vegetable fiber textiles and
textile products, produced or manufactured
in the People’s Republic of China.

Effective on January 1, 1999, for products
exported from China on or after January 1,
1999, you are directed to amend the March
27, 1997 directive to provide for the use of
export licenses/commercial invoices issued
by the Government of the People’s Republic
of China which are printed on jade green
guilloche patterned background paper with a
map of the People’s Republic of China in the
middle. The jade green form will replace the
light purple form currently being used.

To facilitate implementation of this
amendment to the export licensing system,
you are directed to permit entry of textile
products, produced or manufactured in
China and exported from China during the
period January 1, 1999 through January 31,
1999, for which the Government of the
People’s Republic of China has issued an
export license/commercial invoice printed on
either the light purple background paper or
the jade green background paper as described
above. Both the light purple and the jade

green forms have a map of the People’s
Republic of China in the middle.

Products exported on and after February 1,
1999 must be accompanied by an export visa
issued by the Government of the People’s
Republic of China only on the jade green
license/invoice form.

The requirements for ELVIS (Electronic
Visa Information System) remain unchanged.

Shipments entered or withdrawn from
warehouse according to this directive which
are not accompanied by an appropriate
export visa shall be denied entry and a new
visa must be obtained.

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that this
action falls within the foreign affairs
exception to the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553(a)(1).

Sincerely,

D. Michael Hutchinson,

Acting Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc. 98-27714 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-F

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Adjustment of Import Limits for Certain
Cotton, Wool, Man-Made Fiber, Silk
Blend and Other Vegetable Fiber
Textile Products Produced or
Manufactured in Korea

October 8, 1998.

AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).

ACTION: Issuing a directive to the
Commissioner of Customs adjusting
limits.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 15, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: RosS
Arnold, International Trade Specialist,
Office of Textiles and Apparel, U.S.
Department of Commerce, (202) 482—
4212. For information on the quota
status of these limits, refer to the Quota
Status Reports posted on the bulletin
boards of each Customs port or call
(202) 927-5850. For information on
embargoes and quota re-openings, call
(202) 482-3715.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural
Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854);
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
amended.

The current limits for certain
categories are being adjusted, variously,
for swing, special swing, carryover,
carryforward and recrediting unused
carryforward.

In accordance with the special swing
provision contained in the exchange of
notes dated April 2 and 8, 1997 between
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the Governments of the United States
and Korea, 157,000 square meters
equivalent is being charged to the 1998
Group Il limit.

A description of the textile and
apparel categories in terms of HTS
numbers is available in the
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (see
Federal Register notice 62 FR 66057,
published on December 17, 1997). Also
see 62 FR 67833, published on
December 30, 1997.

D. Michael Hutchinson,
Acting Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

October 8, 1998.

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC
20229.

Dear Commissioner: This directive
amends, but does not cancel, the directive
issued to you on December 22, 1997, by the
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements. That directive
concerns imports of certain cotton, wool,
man-made fiber, silk blend and other
vegetable fiber textiles and textile products,
produced or manufactured in Korea and
exported during the period beginning January
1, 1998 and extending through December 31,
1998.

Effective on October 15, 1998, you are
directed to adjust the limits for the following
categories, as provided for under the Uruguay
Round Agreement on Textiles and Clothing:

Category Adjusted limit1
Group |
200-223, 224-V 2, | 408,535,685 square
224-03, 225, meters equivalent.
226, 227, 300—
326, 360-363,
369pt. 4, 400—
414, 464,
469pt. 5, 600-
629, 666, 669—
P&, 669pt.7, and
670-08, as a
group.
Sublevel within
Group |
200 .o 525,669 kilograms.
201 oo, 2,159,623 kilograms.
611 i 4,187,410 square me-
ters.
619/620 ......cceeveeennne 103,021,570 square
meters.
624 .. 9,006,760 square me-
ters.
625/626/627/628/629 | 17,387,720 square
meters.

Category Adjusted limit1

Group I
237, 239pt. 9, 331
348, 350-352,
359-H 10,
359pt. 11, 431,
433-438, 440—
448, 459-W 12,
459pt. 13, 631,
633-652, 659—
H 14, 659-S 15
and 659pt. 16, as
a group.
Sublevels within
Group 1l
333/334/335 .............

569,855,239 square
meters equivalent.

302,839 dozen of
which not more than
154,785 dozen shall
be in Category 335.

65,204 dozen.

224,756 dozen.

135,599 dozen.

258,076 dozen.

200,826 dozen.

15,258 dozen.

7,646 dozen.

16,107 dozen.

63,381 dozen.

54,935 dozen.

60,137 numbers.

57,244 dozen.

93,650 dozen.

39,533 dozen.

339,095 dozen pairs.

299,773 dozen.

638/639 5,501,175 dozen.

640-017 ... 2,639,962 dozen.

641 ..o, 1,099,987 dozen of
which not more than
42,585 dozen shall
be in Category 641—
Y 18,

647/648 1,328,742 dozen.

650 ......... 27,490 dozen.

659-H .... 1,434,249 kilograms.

659-S ..o 202,169 kilograms.

Sublevel within

Group Il
835 .o, 31,390 dozen.

1The limits have not been adjusted to ac-
count for any imports exported after December
31, 1997.

2Category 224-V: only HTS numbers
5801.21.0000, 5801.23.0000, 5801.24.0000,
5801.25.0010, 5801.25.0020, 5801.26.0010,
5801.26.0020, 5801.31.0000, 5801.33.0000,
5801.34.0000, 5801.35.0010, 5801.35.0020,
5801.36.0010 and 5801.36.0020.

3 Category 224-0: all remaining HTS num-
bers in Category 224.

4 Category 369pt.: all HTS numbers except
4202.12.4000, 4202.12.8020, 4202.12.8060,
4202.92.1500, 4202.92.3016, 4202.92.6091,
6307.90.9905, (Category 369-L);
5601.10.1000, 5601.21.0090, 5701.90.1020,
5701.90.2020, 5702.10.9020, 5702.39.2010,
5702.49.1020, 5702.49.1080, 5702.59.1000,
5702.99.1010, 5702.99.1090, 5705.00.2020
and 6406.10.7700.

5 Category 469pt.: all HTS numbers except

5601.29.0020, 5603.94.1010 and
6406.10.9020.
6Category 669-P: only HTS numbers

6305.32.0010, 6305.32.0020, 6305.33.0010,
6305.33.0020 and 6305.39.0000.

7 Category 669pt.: all HTS numbers except
6305.32.0010, 6305.32.0020, 6305.33.0010,
6305.33.0020, 6305.39.0000 (Category 669—
P); 5601.10.2000, 5601.22.0090,
5607.49.3000, 5607.50.4000 and
6406.10.9040.

8 Category 670-0: all HTS numbers except
4202.12.8030, 4202.12.8070, 4202.92.3020,

4202.92.3031, 4202.92.9026 and
6307.90.9907 (Category 670-L).
9Category 239pt.. only HTS number

6209.20.5040 (diapers).

10Category 359-H: only HTS numbers
6505.90.1540 and 6505.90.2060.

11 Category 359pt.: all HTS numbers except
6505.90.1540, 6505.20.2060 (Category 359—
H); and 6406.99.1550.

12Category 459-W:
6505.90.4090.

13 Category 459pt.: all HTS numbers except
6505.90.4090 (Category 459-W);
6405.20.6030, 6405.20.6060, 6405.20.6090,
6405.99.1505 and 6406.99.1560.

14 Category 659-H: only HTS numbers
6502.00.9030, 6504.00.9015, 6504.00.9060,
6505.90.5090, 6505.90.6090, 6505.90.7090
and 6505.90.8090.

15Category 659-S: only
6112.31.0010, 6112.31.0020,
6112.41.0020, 6112.41.0030,
6211.11.1010, 6211.11.1020,
and 6211.12.1020.

16 Category 659pt.: all HTS numbers except
6502.00.9030, 6504.00.9015, 6504.00.9060,
6505.90.5090, 6505.90.6090, 6505.90.7090
and  6505.90.8090 (Category  659-H);
6112.31.0010, 6112.31.0020, 6112.41.0010,
6112.41.0020, 6112.41.0030, 6112.41.0040,
6211.11.1010, 6211.11.1020, 6211.12.1010
and 6211.12.1020  (Category  659-S);
6406.99.1510 and 6406.99.1540.

17 Category 640-0: all HTS numbers except
6205.30.2010, 6205.30.2020, 6205.30.2030,
6205.30.2040, 6205.90.3030 and
6205.90.4030 (Category 640-D).

18 Category 641-Y: only HTS numbers
6204.23.0050, 6204.29.2030, 6206.40.3010
and 6206.40.3025.

only HTS number

HTS numbers
6112.41.0010,
6112.41.0040,
6211.12.1010

In accordance with exchange of notes
dated April 2 and April 8, 1997 between the
Governments of the United States and Korea,
for products exported in 1998, you are
directed to charge 157,000 square meters
equivalent to the Group Il limit.

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception of the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553(a)(1).

Sincerely,

D. Michael Hutchinson,

Acting Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc. 98-27715 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-F



Federal Register/Vol. 63, No. 199/ Thursday, October 15, 1998/ Notices

55371

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Adjustment of Import Limits for Certain
Cotton and Man-Made Fiber Textile
Products Produced or Manufactured in
Nepal

October 8, 1998.

AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).

ACTION: Issuing a directive to the
Commissioner of Customs adjusting
limits.

following categories, as provided for under
the terms of the current bilateral textile
agreement between the Governments of the
United States and Nepal:

Adjusted twelve-month

Category fimit 1

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 15, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Janet Heinzen, International Trade
Specialist, Office of Textiles and
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce,
(202) 482-4212. For information on the
guota status of these limits, refer to the
Quota Status Reports posted on the
bulletin boards of each Customs port or
call (202) 927-5850. For information on
embargoes and quota re-openings, call
(202) 482-3715.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural
Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854);
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
amended.

The current limits for certain
categories are being adjusted, variously,
for swing and carryover.

A description of the textile and
apparel categories in terms of HTS
numbers is available in the
CORRELATION: Textile and Apparel
Categories with the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (see
Federal Register notice 62 FR 66057,
published on December 17, 1997). Also
see 62 FR 60828, published on
November 13, 1997.

D. Michael Hutchinson,
Acting Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

October 8, 1998.

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC
20229.

Dear Commissioner: This directive
amends, but does not cancel, the directive
issued to you on November 6, 1997, by the
Chairman, Committee for the Implementation
of Textile Agreements. That directive
concerns imports of certain cotton and man-
made fiber textile products, produced or
manufactured in Nepal and exported during
the twelve-month period which began on
January 1, 1998 and extends through
December 31, 1998.

Effective on October 15, 1998, you are
directed to adjust the current limits for the

340 i, 426,232 dozen.
341 ... 1,119,659 dozen.
347/348 ... 891,488 dozen.
363 .......... 7,303,400 numbers.
369-S2 .. ... | 982,620 kilograms.
641 .. 327,584 dozen.

1The limits have not been adjusted to ac-
count for any imports exported after December
31, 1997.

2Category 369-S:
6307.10.2005.

The Committee for the Implementation of
Textile Agreements has determined that
these actions fall within the foreign affairs
exception of the rulemaking provisions of 5
U.S.C. 553(a)(1).

Sincerely,

D. Michael Hutchinson,

Acting Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc. 98-27716 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-F

only HTS number

COMMITTEE FOR THE
IMPLEMENTATION OF TEXTILE
AGREEMENTS

Denial of Participation in the Special
Access Program

October 8, 1998.

AGENCY: Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA).

ACTION: Issuing a directive to the
Commissioner of Customs suspending
participation in the Special Access
Program.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 12, 1998.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lori
E. Mennitt, International Trade
Specialist, Office of Textiles and
Apparel, U.S. Department of Commerce,
(202) 482-3400.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Authority: Section 204 of the Agricultural
Act of 1956, as amended (7 U.S.C. 1854);
Executive Order 11651 of March 3, 1972, as
amended.

The Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements
(CITA) has determined that Ezrasons,
Inc. has violated the requirements for
participation in the Special Access
Program, and has suspended Ezrasons,
Inc. from participation in the Program
for the period beginning October 12,
1998 and ending January 11, 1999.

Through the letter to the
Commissioner of Customs published

below, CITA directs the Commissioner
to prohibit entry of products under the
Special Access Program by or on behalf
of Ezrasons, Inc. during the period
October 12, 1998 through January 11,
1999, and to prohibit entry by or on
behalf of Ezrasons, Inc. under the
Program of products manufactured from
fabric exported from the United States
during that period.

Requirements for participation in the
Special Access Program are available in
Federal Register notice 63 FR 16474,
published on April 3, 1998.

D. Michael Hutchinson,
Acting Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

Committee for the Implementation of Textile
Agreements

October 8, 1998.

Commissioner of Customs,
Department of the Treasury, Washington, DC
20229.

Dear Commissioner: The purpose of this
directive is to notify you that the Committee
for the Implementation of Textile Agreements
has suspended Ezrasons, Inc. from
participation in the Special Access Program
for the period October 12, 1998 through
January 11, 1999. You are therefore directed
to prohibit entry of products under the
Special Access Program by or on behalf of
Ezrasons, Inc. during the period October 12,
1998 through January 11, 1999. You are
further directed to prohibit entry of products
under the Special Access Program by or on
behalf of Ezrasons, Inc. manufactured from
fabric exported from the United States during
the period October 12, 1998 through January
11, 1999.

Sincerely,

D. Michael Hutchinson,

Acting Chairman, Committee for the
Implementation of Textile Agreements.

[FR Doc. 98-27712 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DR-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Office of the Secretary

List of Institutes of Higher Education
Ineligible for Federal Funds

AGENCY: Department of Defense.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This document is published
to identify institutions of higher
education that are ineligible for
contracts and grants by reason of a
determination by the Secretary of
Defense that the institution prevents
military recruiter access to the campus
or students or maintains a policy against
ROTC. It also implements the
requirements set forth in the Omnibus
Consolidated Applications Act of 1997
and 32 CFR part 216.
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Currently, no institution of higher
education is ineligible for contracts of
grants under the aforementioned law
and policy.

ADDRESSES: Director for Accession
Policy, Office of the Assistant Secretary
of Defense for Force Management
Policy, 4000 Defense Pentagon,
Washington, DC 20301-4000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
William J. Carr, (703) 697-8444.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April
8, 1997 (62 FR 16691), the Department
of Defense published 32 CFR part 216 as
an interim rule. This rule requires that
the Department of Defense semi-
annually publish a list of the
institutions of higher education
ineligible for Federal funds due to a
policy or practice that either prohibits,
or in effect prevents, the Secretary of
Defense from obtaining, for military
recruiting purposes, entry to campuses,
access to students on campuses, access
to directory information on students or
that has an anti-ROTC policy.

Dated: October 8, 1998.
L.M. Bynum,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.
[FR Doc. 98-27648 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5000-04-M

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Air Force

HQ USAF Scientific Advisory Board
Meeting

The Command & Control C-2
Advisory Panel Meeting in support of
the HQ USAF Scientific Advisory Board
will meet at Langley Air Force Base, VA
on December 2—-3, 1998 from 8:00 a.m.
to 5:00 p.m.

The purpose of the meeting is to
provide advice to the Aerospace
Command & Control Agency.

The meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with Section 552b
of Title 5, United States Code,
specifically subparagraphs (1) and (4)
thereof.

For further information, contact the
HQ USAF Scientific Advisory Board
Secretariat at (703) 697-8404.

Barbara A. Carmichael,

Alternate Air Force Federal Register Liaison
Officer.

[FR Doc. 98-27632 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3910-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Air Force

HQ USAF Scientific Advisory Board
Meeting

The S&T Special Programs Meeting in
support of the HQ USAF Scientific
Advisory Board will meet at Wright
Patterson Air Force Base, OH on
December 9-11, 1998 from 8:00 a.m. to
5:00 p.m.

The purpose of the meeting is to
review the quality of the Air Force S
and T Programs.

The meeting will be closed to the
public in accordance with Section 552b
of Title 5, United States Code,
specifically subparagraphs (1) and (4)
thereof.

For further information, contact the
HQ USAF Scientific Advisory Board
Secretariat at (703) 697-8404.

Barbara A. Carmichael,

Alternate Air Force Federal Register Liaison
Officer.

[FR Doc. 98-27633 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3910-01-P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Army

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: Department of the Army, DoD.
ACTION: Notice to amend system of
records.

SUMMARY: The Department of the Army
is amending a system of records notice
in its existing inventory of record
systems subject to the Privacy Act of
1974, (5 U.S.C. 552a), as amended.
DATES: This proposed action will be
effective without further notice on
November 16, 1998, unless comments
are received which result in a contrary
determination.
ADDRESSES: Privacy Act Officer, Records
Management Program Division, U.S.
Total Army Personnel Command,
ATTN: TAPC-PDR-P, Stop C55, Ft.
Belvoir, VA 22060-5576.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Janice Thornton at (703) 806—4390 or
DSN 656—-4390.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Department of the Army systems of
records notices subject to the Privacy
Act of 1974, (5 U.S.C. 552a), as
amended, have been published in the
Federal Register and are available from
the address above.

The specific changes to the record
system being amended are set forth
below followed by the notice, as

amended, published in its entirety. The
proposed amendments are not within
the purview of subsection (r) of the
Privacy Act of 1974, (5 U.S.C. 552a), as
amended, which requires the
submission of a new or altered system
report.

Dated: October 9, 1998.

L.M. Bynum,

Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

A0600-20 NGB

SYSTEM NAME:

Equal Opportunity Investigative Files
(February 22, 1993, 58 FR 10002).

CHANGES:
* * * * *

SYSTEM LOCATION:

Delete entry and replace with
‘National Guard Bureau, Directorate for
Equal Opportunity, 4501 Ford Avenue,
Suite 380, Alexandria, VA 22302-1454.

CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE
SYSTEM:

Delete entry and replace with
‘National Guard applicants for
technician employment, technicians,
and military members who file
complaints of discrimination or who are
involved in such complaints.’

* * * * *

AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE SYSTEM:

Delete entry and replace with ‘10
U.S.C 3013; 32 U.S.C 32; DoD Directive
1350.2, DoD Military Equal Opportunity
(MEO) Program; Army Regulation 600-
20, Army Command Policy; and E.O.
9397 (SSN).’

* * * * *

ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN THE
SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF USERS AND
THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES:

Delete second paragraph.

* * * * *

RETENTION AND DISPOSAL:

Delete entry and replace with ‘Destroy
after 4 years.’
* * * * *

A0600-20 NGB

SYSTEM NAME:

Equal Opportunity Investigative Files
(February 22, 1993, 58 FR 10002).

SYSTEM LOCATION:

National Guard Bureau, Directorate
for Equal Opportunity, 4501 Ford
Avenue, Suite 380, Alexandria, VA
22302-1454.



Federal Register/Vol. 63, No. 199/ Thursday, October 15, 1998/ Notices

55373

CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE
SYSTEM:

National Guard applicants for
technician employment, technicians,
and military members who file
complaints of discrimination or who are
involved in such complaints.

CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:

Formal complaints of discrimination;
counselors’ reports; notification letters
to the complainant; affidavits from
complainant and/or witnesses;
investigative reports; hearings
transcript; examiner’s findings,
recommendations; decisional
documents; and similar relevant
records.

AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE SYSTEM:

10 U.S.C 3013; 32 U.S.C 32; DoD
Directive 1350.2, DoD Military Equal
Opportunity (MEO) Program; Army
Regulation 600-20, Army Command
Policy; and E.O. 9397 (SSN).

PURPOSE(S):

To investigate and resolve complaints
of discrimination, provide facts to the
Adjutant General of a State for issuing
a proposed disposition to a
complainant.

ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN THE
SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF USERS AND
THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES:

In addition to those disclosures
generally permitted under 5 U.S.C.
552a(b) of the Privacy Act, these records
or information contained therein may
specifically be disclosed outside the
DoD as a routine use pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 552a(b)(3) as follows:

The ‘Blanket Routine Uses’ set forth at
the beginning of the Army’s compilation
of systems of records notices also apply
to this system.

POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING,
RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, AND
DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:
STORAGE!

Paper records in file folders.

RETRIEVABILITY:
By name of complainant.

SAFEGUARDS:!

Records are maintained in secured
rooms/cabinets accessible only to
designated officials who have a need in
the performance of assigned duties.

RETENTION AND DISPOSAL:

Destroy after 4 years after final
resolution of case.

SYSTEM MANAGER(S) AND ADDRESS:

National Guard Bureau, Directorate
for Equal Opportunity, 4501 Ford

Avenue, Suite 380, Alexandria, VA
22302-1454.

NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE:

Individuals seeking to determine if
information about themselves is
contained in this record system should
address written inquiries to the National
Guard Bureau, Directorate for Equal
Opportunity, 4501 Ford Avenue, Suite
380, Alexandria, VA 22302-1454.

For verification purposes, individual
should provide the full name, current
address and telephone number,
sufficient details concerning the
complaint to facilitate locating the
record, and signature.

RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURES:

Individuals seeking access to records
about themselves contained in this
record system should address written
inquiries to the Office of National Guard
Bureau, Directorate for Equal
Opportunity, 4501 Ford Avenue, Suite
380, Alexandria, VA 22302-1454.

For verification purposes, individual
should provide the full name, current
address and telephone number,
sufficient details concerning the
complaint to facilitate locating the
record, and signature.

CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES:

The Army’s rules for accessing
records, and for contesting contents and
appealing initial agency determinations
are contained in Army Regulation 340—
21; 32 CFR part 505; or may be obtained
from the system manager.

RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES:!

From the individual, investigative
reports, witness statements, Army
records and reports.

EXEMPTIONS CLAIMED FOR THE SYSTEM:

None.
[FR Doc. 98-27651 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5000-04-F

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Defense Logistics Agency

Privacy Act of 1974; System of
Records

AGENCY: Defense Logistics Agency, DoD.
ACTION: Altering a system of records.

SUMMARY: The Defense Logistics Agency
proposes to alter a system of records
notice in its inventory of record systems
subject to the Privacy Act of 1974 (5
U.S.C. 552a), as amended. The alteration
adds a new category of individuals who
are prohibited from receiving or
possessing firearms under the Brady
Handgun Violence Prevention Act

(Pub.L. 103-159). Specifically, these are
individuals who have been convicted in
any court of a misdemeanor crime of
domestic violence.

DATES: The alteration will be effective
without further notice on November 16,
1998, unless comments are received that
would result in a contrary
determination.

ADDRESSES: Send comments to the
Privacy Act Officer, Defense Logistics
Agency, ATTN: CAAR, 8725 John J.
Kingman Road, Suite 2533, Fort Belvoir,
VA 22060-6221.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms.
Susan Salus at (703) 767-6183.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Defense Logistics Agency notices for
systems of records subject to the Privacy
Act of 1974 (5 U.S.C. 552a), as amended,
have been published in the Federal
Register and are available from the
address above.

The alteration adds a new category of
individuals who are prohibited from
receiving or possessing firearms under
the Brady Handgun Violence Prevention
Act (Pub.L. 103-159). Specifically, these
are individuals who have been
convicted in any court of a
misdemeanor crime of domestic
violence. The specific change to the
record system being altered is set forth
below followed by the notice, as altered,
published in its entirety.

An altered system report, as required
by 5 U.S.C. 552a(r) of the Privacy Act
was submitted on September 28, 1998,
to the House Committee on Government
Reform and Oversight, the Senate
Committee on Governmental Affairs,
and the Office of Management and
Budget (OMB) pursuant to paragraph 4c
of Appendix | to OMB Circular No. A—
130, ‘Federal Agency Responsibilities
for Maintaining Records About
Individuals,’ dated February 8, 1996
(February 20, 1996, 61 FR 6427).

Dated: October 9, 1998.

L.M. Bynum,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.

S322.15 DMDC

SYSTEM NAME!

Defense Incident-Based Reporting
System (DIBRS)(August 20, 1997, 62 FR
44264).

CHANGES:
* * * * *

CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE
SYSTEM:

Add to the end of the entry ‘or have
been convicted in any court of a
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misdemeanor crime of domestic
violence.’
* * * * *

S$322.15 bMDC

SYSTEM NAME:

Defense Incident-Based Reporting
System (DIBRS).

SYSTEM LOCATION:

Primary location: W.R. Church
Computer Center, Naval Postgraduate
School, Monterey, CA 93943-5000.

Back-up files maintained in a bank
vault in Hermann Hall, Naval
Postgraduate School, Monterey, CA
93943-5000.

CATEGORIES OF INDIVIDUALS COVERED BY THE
SYSTEM:

Active duty military (includes Coast
Guard) or civilian personnel who have
been apprehended or detained for
criminal offenses which must be
reported to the Department of Justice
pursuant to the Uniform Crime
Reporting Handbook as required by the
Uniform Federal Crime Reporting Act.

Active duty military (includes Coast
Guard) personnel accused of criminal
offenses punishable under the Uniform
Code of Military Justice.

Active duty military (includes Coast
Guard) personnel convicted by civilian
authorities of felony offenses as defined
by State or local law; attempting or
committing suicide; or whose
dependent resides in the same
household and is the victim of Sudden
Infant Death Syndrome (SIDS).

Individuals who are victims of those
offenses which are either reportable to
the Department of Justice or are
punishable under the Uniform Code of
Military Justice.

Active duty military (includes Coast
Guard) personnel who must be reported
to the Department of Justice under the
Brady Handgun Violence Prevention
Act because such personnel have been
referred to trial by a general courts-
martial for an offense punishable by
imprisonment for a term exceeding one
year; have left the State with the intent
of avoiding either pending charges or
giving testimony in criminal
proceedings; are either current users of
a controlled substance which has not
been prescribed by a licensed physician
(Note: includes both current and former
members who recently have been
convicted by a courts-martial, given
nonjudicial punishment, or
administratively separated based on
drug use or failing a drug rehabilitation
program) or using a controlled
substance and losing the power of self-
control with respect to that substance;

a danger to themselves or others or to
lack the mental capacity to contract or
manage their own affairs or are formally
committed by lawful authority to a
mental hospital or like facility (Note:
includes those members found
incompetent to stand trial or found not
guilty by reason of lack of mental
responsibility pursuant to Articles 50a
and 72b of the Uniform Code of Military
Justice); have been discharged from the
Armed Services pursuant to either a
dishonorable discharge or a dismissal
adjudged by a general courts-martial; or
have been convicted in any court of a
misdemeanor crime of domestic
violence.

CATEGORIES OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:

Records compiled by law enforcement
authorities (e.g., Defense Protective
Service, military and civilian police,
military criminal investigation services
or commands); DoD organizations and
military commands; Legal and judicial
authority (e.g., Staff Judge Advocates,
courts-martial); and Correctional
institutions and facilities (e.g., the
United States Disciplinary Barracks)
consisting of personal data on
individuals, to include but not limited
to, name; social security number; date of
birth; place of birth; race; ethnicity; sex;
identifying marks (tattoos, scars, etc.);
height; weight; nature and details of the
incident/offense to include whether
alcohol, drugs and/or weapons were
involved; driver’s license information;
actions taken by military commanders
(e.g., administrative and/or non-judicial
measures, to include sanctions
imposed); court-martial results and
punishments imposed; confinement
information, to include location of
correctional facility, gang/cult affiliation
if applicable; and release/parole/
clemency eligibility dates.

Records also consist of personal
information on individuals who were
victims. Such information does not
include the name of the victim or other
personal identifiers (e.g., Social Security
Number, date of birth, etc.), but does
include the individual’s residential zip
code; age; sex; race; ethnicity; and type
of injury.

AUTHORITY FOR MAINTENANCE OF THE SYSTEM:
5 U.S.C. 301, Departmental
Regulation; 10 U.S.C. 136, Under
Secretary of Defense for Personnel and
Readiness; 18 U.S.C. 922 note, Brady
Handgun Violence Prevention Act; 28
U.S.C. 534 note, Uniform Federal Crime
Reporting Act; 42 U.S.C. 10601 et seq.,
Victims Rights and Restitution Act; DoD
Directive 7730.47, Defense Incident-
Based Reporting System (DIBRS); and

are adjudicated by lawful authority to be E.O. 9397 (SSN).

PURPOSE(S):

To provide a single central facility
within the Department of Defense (DoD)
which can serve as a repository of
criminal and specified other non-
criminal incidents which will be used to
satisfy statutory and regulatory
reporting requirements, specifically to
provide crime statistics required by the
Department of Justice (DoJ) under the
Uniform Federal Crime Reporting Act;
to provide personal information
required by the DoJ under the Brady
Handgun Violence Prevention Act; and
statistical information required by DoD
under the Victim’s Rights and
Restitution Act; and to enhance DoD’s
capability to analyze trends and to
respond to executive, legislative, and
oversight requests for statistical crime
data relating to criminal and other high-
interest incidents.

ROUTINE USES OF RECORDS MAINTAINED IN THE
SYSTEM, INCLUDING CATEGORIES OF USERS AND
THE PURPOSES OF SUCH USES:

In addition to those disclosures
generally permitted under 5 U.S.C.
552a(b) of the Privacy Act, these records
or information contained therein may be
disclosed outside the Department of
Defense as a routine use pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 552a(b)(3) only as follows:

To the Department of Justice:

(1) To compile crime statistics so that
such information can be both
disseminated to the general public and
used to develop statistical data for use
by law enforcement agencies.

(2) To compile information on those
individuals for whom receipt or
possession of a firearm would violate
the law so that such information can be
included in the National Instant
Criminal Background Check System
which may be used by firearm licensees
(importers, manufactures or dealers) to
determine whether individuals are
disqualified from receiving or
possessing a firearm.

The ‘Blanket Routine Uses’ set forth at
the beginning of the DLA compilation of
record system notices do not apply to
this record system.

POLICIES AND PRACTICES FOR STORING,
RETRIEVING, ACCESSING, RETAINING, AND
DISPOSING OF RECORDS IN THE SYSTEM:
STORAGE:

Electronic storage media.

RETRIEVABILITY:
Retrieved by name, Social Security
Number, incident number, or any other

data element contained in system.

SAFEGUARDS:!

W.R. Church Computer Center: Tapes
are stored in a locked cage in a
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controlled access area; tapes can be
physically accessed only by computer
center personnel and can be mounted
for processing only if the appropriate
security code is provided.

Back-up location: Tapes are stored in
a bank-type vault; buildings are locked
after hours and only properly cleared
and authorized personnel have access.

RETENTION AND DISPOSAL:

Disposition pending (until NARA
disposition is approved, treat as
permanent).

SYSTEM MANAGER(S) AND ADDRESS:

Deputy Director, Defense Manpower
Data Center, DoD Center Monterey Bay,
400 Gigling Road, Seaside, CA 93955—
6771.

NOTIFICATION PROCEDURE:

Individuals seeking to determine
whether this system of records contains
information about themselves should
address written inquires to the Privacy
Act Officer, Headquarters, Defense
Logistics Agency, CAAR, 8725 John J.
Kingman Road, Suite 2533, Fort Belvoir,
VA 22060-6221.

Written requests should contain the
full name, Social Security Number, date
of birth, and current address and
telephone number of the individual.

RECORD ACCESS PROCEDURES:

Individuals seeking access to records
about themselves contained in this
system of records should address
inquiries to the Privacy Act Officer,
Headquarters, Defense Logistics Agency,
CAAR, 8725 John J. Kingman Road,
Suite 2533, Fort Belvoir, VA 22060—
6221.

Written requests should contain the
full name, Social Security Number, date
of birth and current address and
telephone number of the individual.

CONTESTING RECORD PROCEDURES:

The DLA rules for accessing records,
and for contesting contents and
appealing initial agency determinations
are contained in DLA Regulation
5400.21; 32 CFR part 323; or may be
obtained from the Privacy Act Officer,
Headquarters, Defense Logistics Agency,
CAAR, 8725 John J. Kingman Road,
Suite 2533, Fort Belvoir, VA 22060-
6221.

RECORD SOURCE CATEGORIES:

The military services (includes the
U.S. Coast Guard) and Defense agencies.

EXEMPTIONS CLAIMED FOR THE SYSTEM:
None.

[FR Doc. 98-27652 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5000-04-F

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Navy

Notice of Proposed Information
Collection; Commander, Navy
Recruiting Command

AGENCY: Department of the Navy, DOD.

ACTION: Notice of proposed information
collection.

SUMMARY: The Navy Recruiting
Command announces a proposed public
information collection and seeks public
comment on the provisions thereof.
Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden of the
proposed information collection; (c)
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and
clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the information collection on
respondents, including through the use
of automated collection techniques or
other forms of information technology.

DATES: Consideration will be given to all
comments received by December 14,
1998.

ADDRESSES: Send written comments and
recommendations on the proposed
information collection to Commander,
Navy Recruiting Command (Code 10D),
801 N. Randolph Street, Arlington, VA
22203-1991.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: To
request additional information or to
obtain a copy of the proposal and
associated collection instruments,
contact Mrs. Lambert at (703) 696—4185.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Form Title and OMB Number:
Analysis of Recruitment Incentives;
none.

Needs and Uses: This collection of
information will be a survey
administered to potential recruits and
used by the Navy Recruiting Command
to compare different recruiting
incentives in order to allocate increases
in funding for enlistment bonuses and
college incentives.

Affected Public: Individuals or
households.

Annual Burden Hours: 2,500.

Number of Respondents: 5,000.

Responses per Respondent: 1.

Average Burden per Response: 15
minutes.

Frequency: On occasion.

(Authority: 44 U.S.C. Sec. 3506(c)(2)(A))

Dated: October 2, 1998.
Ralph W. Corey,

Commander, Judge Advocate General’s Corps,
U.S. Navy, Federal Register Liaison Officer.

[FR Doc. 9827631 Filed 10-14-98; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3810-FF-P

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

AGENCY: Department of Education.
SUMMARY: The Leader, Information
Management Group, Office of the Chief
Financial and Chief Inf